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EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband ) 
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PROPERTIES, LLC, an Idaho limited ) 
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Plaintiffs, 
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Case No. CV 09-11855 
AFFIDAVIT OF J. KAHLE BECKER 
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON 
BREACH OF CONTRACT CLAIM 
DE1'.'NIS SALLAZ, GLENN TREFREN, ) 
TRADESMAN CONTRACTORS AND ) 
LLC ., an Idaho limited ) 
company, and HOMES, ) 
an Idaho limited liability company, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
STA TE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
) 
COMES NOW, J. Kahle Becker, being over the age of eighteen years and competent to 
make this Affidavit, after first being duly sworn, and upon his own personal knowledge, states as 
follows: 
1. That I am an attorney in good standing with the Idaho State Bar and counsel for the 
Plaintiffs/Counterdefendants ("Plaintiffs") herein. 
2. That I am an attorney for the Plaintiffs in the District Comi of the Fourth Judicial 
District, Ada County case Dennis Sallaz and lvfarcy Fox v. Eugene and Janet Rice et 
all, Ada County Case No. CV OC 1107253. 
3. That I make this Affidavit in Support of Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment on 
Breach of Contract Claim. 
4. Attached as Exhibit A is a true and conect copy of the Affidavit of Eugene "Roy" 
Rice in support of Objection and Response to Counterdefendant's Motion for 
Summary Judgment in Ada County Case No. CV OC 1107253. 
5. Attached as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of the Assignment of Purchase 
Agreement for Sale of Interest in Real Homes, LLC Assignment of Purchase 
Agreement for Sale of Interest in Real Homes, LLC between Defendants Sallaz and 
Defendant Trefren. 
AFrIDA VIT OF J. KAHLE BECKER s JUDGMENT BREACH OF Page 2 
6. Attached as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of the Mutual Release and Settlement 
Baird. 
,.., 
I. as Dis a true correct copy Defendant Treferen's Answers to 
Plaintiffs First Set of Discovery. 
8. Attached as Exhibit Eis a true and correct copy of Defendant Treferen's Answers to 
Plaintiff's Second Set of Discovery. 
9. Attached as Exhibit F is a true and correct copy of Plaintiff's Second Set of 
Interrogatories, Requests for Production of Documents, and Requests for Admission 
10. Attached as Exhibit G is a true and correct copy of relevant po1iions of the Trial 
Testimony of Dennis Sallaz from the Sallaz v. Sallaz divorce. 
11. Further, your affiant sayeth naught 
DA TED this ~ day of May 2012. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
~KAHLE BECKER 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
'tJb-11_12.ora-suBsCRIBED and SWORN to before me this 21 day of Betober-20-1-}; 
Notary Public for the State of Idaho 
Residing at: 




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
undersigned that on · ~ day of May 12, a true conect copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT OF KAHLE BECKER IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON BREACH OF CONTRACT CLAIM was served upon opposing counsel as follows: 
Vernon K. Smith 
1900 W. Main St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Attorney.for Defendant Dennis Sallaz 
Jared B. Martens 
1615 W. Hays St. 
Boise, ID 83702 
Attorney for Defendant Glenn Trefren 
& Tradesman Contractors & Construction, 
LLC 
Iver J. Longeteig 
5304 Turret 
Boise, ID 83 703 
Attorney for Defendant Glenn Trefren 
& Tradesman Contractors & Construction, 
LLC 
US Mail ---,,...~ 
__ Personal Delivery 
Facsimile 
X US Mail 
__ Personal Delivery 
Facsimile 
X US Mail 
__ Personal Delivery 
Facsimile 
By: I}_,~~ 7J. KAHLE BECKER 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
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KAHLE BECKER (ISB # 7408) 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
. (208) 1 
343-3246 
Email: kahle@kahlebeckerlaw.com 
Attorney for Defendants/Counterclaimants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 




EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband 
and wife, 
Defendants. 




DENNIS SALLAZ an individual and in his 
representative capacity of SALLAZ AND 
GATEWOOD Chtd. and SALLAZ AND 
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AFFIDAVIT OF EUGENE RICE IN 
RESPONSE TO COUNTERDEFENDANT'S JUDGMENT, P. 1 
ST A TE OF IDAHO ) 
:ss 
of Ada ) 
COMES , Eugene Rice, being over the age of eighteen years and competent 
to make this Affidavit, after first being duly sworn, and upon his own personal 
knowledge, states as follows: 
1. That I am a Defendant and Counterclaimant in the above referenced case. 
2. That I make this Affidavit in support of the Objection and Response to 
Counterdefendant's Motion for Summary Judgment based on my own personal 
knowledge. 
3. I have known Dennis Sallaz for approximately 25 years. 
4. Until I discovered his breach of the warranties associated with the Real 
Homes, LLC/Real Properties, LLC transactions, we were friends and in certain matters 
business associates. 
5. I had a longstanding attorney client relationship with Dennis Sallaz which 
continued until he became adverse to me in Canyon County Case No. CR-2010-0029076-
C ( approximately late 2010 -early 2011 ). 
6. I have been present when Dennis Sallaz had discussions with his agents 
regarding intimidating or killing witnesses so that they cannot testify in trials he was 
involved in. 
7. Mr. Sallaz bas been intimidating witnesses I have listed in my discovery 
responses. The intimidation is p1imarily having people followed and sitting outside their 
residences. 
AFFIDAVIT OF EUGENE SUPPORT OF OBJECTION RESPONSE TO COUNTERDEFENDANT'S l\10TI0N FOR JUDGMENT, P. 2 
8. I am concerned that Mr. Sallaz will escalate his intimidation. 
9. Mr. regularly stated to me a license to practice law is a "license 
to " 
10. I have been contacted by convicted felons known to be associated with 
Mr. Sallaz as a result of my lawful repossession of the 19 54 Cadillac. 
11. I am aware of surveillance being conducted on my property, and have 
been followed by agents of Mr. Sallaz when either I or my family members leave my 
residence. 
12. I am also aware that surveillance was being conducted on Michael Rice by 
Mr. Sallaz, his brother Daryl Sallaz, as well as other agents and employees of Dennis 
Sallaz and/or Sallaz & Gatewood. 
13. Attached hereto as Exhibit A are cop1es of four photographs taken by 
Michael Rice of Mr. Sallaz conducting surveillance of my house after this litigation 
began. I was present in my house when said photos were taken. 
14. Michael Rice died of a 22 caliber gunshot wound to the side of the head 
earlier this spring. 
15. Though I cannot prove it at this time, based on my years of knowing Mr. 
Sallaz, I believe he was responsible for Michael's death. From my understanding, 
Michael was found by his fiancee face down in his garage with his arms and .22 caliber 
handgun underneath him. The positioning of the body, combined with stalking of 
Michael in connection with this contentious case, leads me to believe foul play is 
AFFIDAVIT OF EUGENE RICE SUPPORT OF RESPONSE TO COUNTERDEFENDANT'S MOTION JUDGMENT, P. 3 
involved. I do not believe Michael would have committed suicide and certainly not with 
a small caliber pistol to of the head. 
16. statements m 
not 
conducted surveillance are false. 
1-7. I am aware that Mr. Sallaz maintains close personal contact with members 
of a local biker gang and uses members of this organization to carry out what I 
understand are unlawful acts on his behalf. 
18. During the course of his divorce from Renee Baird a horse trailer was 
stolen. 
19. The trailer was a favorite possession of Mrs. Baird and was discovered, 
during my settlement discussions with Mrs. Baird in the summer of 2010, to be hidden in 
a shed on one of my properties. It was at this time that I uncovered the wrongful actions 
described in the Counterclaim. 
20. Prior to this time, Mr. Sallaz had informed me he was storing the trailer 
for "a client." 
21. Dermis Sallaz was being prosecuted for Grand Theft by the Idaho Office 
of the Attorney General. See Canyon County Case No. CR-2010-002907 6-C. From what 
I understand, the dismissal of this case had nothing to do with Mr. Sallaz's claimed 
mnocence. 
22. I am aware of additional thefts and break-ins occurred during the course of 
the Salta::. v. Sal/a::. divorce including a theft, from Mrs. Baird's house, of a computer and 
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deeds which contained information regarding the fraudulent Real Homes, LLC/Real 
LLC 
stress concern as well as ofmy 
wife Janet has had negative effects on my health. 
24. My COPD and associated respiratory ailments frequently require me to 
have extended stays in the hospital. 
25. Mr. Sallaz has made unauthorized inquiries to my doctors asking how long 
I have to live. I believe this is because, until he became adverse to me in Canyon County 
Case No. CV 09-11855, Mr. Sallaz was to be the executor of my estate. 
26. I now believe Mr. Sallaz intended to raid my estate upon my death. 
27. Because of the foregoing, I am concerned for my personal safety, the 
safety of my wife Janet, as well as the safety of witnesses I have designated in my 
discovery responses. 
28. Based on over 25 years of personally dealing with Mr. Sallaz, I believe 
that he will stop at nothing to either cause me and my family harm and will use any 
means necessary to intimidate witnesses and frustrate the administration of justice in this 
matter. 
29. Due to the exigent circumstances, namely an impending foreclosure, the 
funds utilized for the Real Homes/Real Properties transaction were my personal funds. 
The documents evidencing the "sale" i.e. Exhibit I to Counterclaim, as well as the 
Operating Agreement and other documentation for the creation of "Real Properties, LLC" 
were prep;ired thereafter my signature by Mr. Sallaz. 
AFFIDAVIT OF EUGENE IN SUPPORT OF 
RESPONSE TO COUNTERDEFENDANT'S lVIOTION FOR JUDGMENT, P. 5 
I interpreted these 
conversations as Mr. Sallaz was providing legal advice to me in the course of our 
attorney-client relationship as he had approximately the past 25 our 
30. Mr. Sallaz introduced me to Steve Paulson to assist with development of 
the properties I believed I purchased in the Real Hornes/Real Properties transaction. Mr. 
Paulson and I met with Mr. Sallaz who informed us I had nothing to worry about 
regarding the Real Homes/Real Properties transaction and the lis pendens Ms. Baird filed. 
I interpreted these conversations as Mr. Sallaz was providing legal advice to me as his 
client as he had done for approximately the past 25 years of our attorney-client 
relationship. 
31. I repeatedly asked Mr. Sallaz regarding the status of his divorce from 
Renee Baird. For what seemed like several years following the trial, he informed me that 
the judge had yet to issue a decision. Based on his assurances, I had no reason to suspect 
that I was not the owner of the assets of Real Homes, LLC by virtue of my ownership of 
Real Properties, LLC. I began working on these properties and invested tens of 
thousands of dollars in real estate improvements based on Mr. Sallaz's continued 
assurances. I interpreted these conversations as Mr. Sallaz was providing legal advice to 
me as his client as he had done for approximately the past 25 years of our attorney-client 
relationship. 
32. At all times relevant hereto I believed, and Mr. Sallaz confirmed, that Mr. 
Sallaz had taken tens of thousands of dollars' worth of items from my former business, 
Vista Pawn, and that the value of said items served as a retainer against which Mr. Sallaz 
AFFIDAVIT OF EUGENE RICE IN SUPPORT OF OBJECTION RESPONSE TO COUNTER.DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR JUDGMENT, P. 6 
'vvould bill. See P. 19 of Husband's Property and Debt Schedt1le as vve11 as Defendant's 
Post Trial B1ief p. 
,., 
.) . I 
,. 
V. 
on my own 
late 2008 or early 2009 and contacted Mr. Sallaz, who at that time was still my attorney. 
111 
34. After I obtained in the course of our attorney-client 
relationship, Mr. Sallaz informed me that the Court wrongfully decided many issues in 
the Salla::: v. Salla:: divorce. I interpreted these conversations as Mr. Sallaz was providing 
legal advice to mc as his client as he had done for approximately the past 25 years of our 
attorney-client relationship. 
35. Mr. Sallaz instructed me to initiate litigation against him, Renee Baird, 
and Glen Treferen regarding the Real Homes, Real Properties transaction. The main 
thrust of Mr. Sallaz's instructions was to assert a quiet title action as a "friendly lawsuit" 
primarily targeting Ms. Baird. From my understanding, Mr. Sallaz was included as a 
defendant due to the marital community. Based on Mr. Sallaz' s assertions and 
assurances, I had no reason to suspect that this was a transaction designed to conceal 
assets from Ms. Baird or that legal malpractice may have been committed. I interpreted 
these conversations as Mr. Sallaz was providing legal advice to me as his client as he had 
done for approximately the past 25 years of our attorney-client relationship. 
36. Mr. Sallaz informed me that one of the parcels I believed I had purchased 
111 the Real Homes/Real Properties transaction (Riverside Lot lB) was (despite the 
divorce judgment to the contrary) owned by Real Prope1iies LLC by virtue of a "resulting 
trust" that was created when Mr. Sallaz and Mrs. Sallaz (Baird) transfeITed the property 
AFFIDAVIT OF EUGENE RICE IN OF OBJECTION RESPONSE TO COUNTERDEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR SUMlVL\RY JUDGMENT, P. 7 
out of the name of Real Homes, LLC and into their personal names in order to obtain a 
$100,000 loan. I interpreted these as Mr. Sallaz was providing legal advice 
to me as client as he 
years our attorney-
client relationship. 
37. i\t no time did ivJr. Sallaz inforn1 me tl1at he violated or 1nay have violated 
the Rules of Professional Conduct regarding this transaction. 
38. At no time did Mr. Sallaz infonn me that the actual reason for the 
foreclosure discussed herein was his unilateral liquidation of approximately $60,000 from 
the Real Homes, LLC checking account during the course of his divorce from Ms. Baird. 
I only discovered this after my conversations with Ms. Baird in the summer of 2010 and 
upon reading Mr. Sallaz' s testimony from the Sal la:: v. Sallaz divorce during the course 
of this litigation. 
39. At no time did Mr. Sallaz inform me of any statutes of limitation which 
might be applicable to a mal-practice case against him. 
40. Mr. Sallaz prepared the Bill of Sale for the ATV's, the two Promissory 
Notes, and informed me that I had adequate security in the Motorhome all of which are 
the subject of my Counterclaim. Mr. Sallaz never once informed me of any rnles of 
professional conduct might apply to these transactions and never once infonned me of 
any statutes of limitations that might apply to these transactions. At all times until the 
summer of 2010, I had no inclination that Mr. Sallaz would ever assert an adverse 
interest. I interpreted these conversations as Mr. Sallaz was providing legal advice to me 
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as his clie11t in the course of our attorney-clie11t relationship as he had done for 
approximately 
41. 
09-11 I was 
in regular contact with Mr. Sallaz. He repeatedly infonned me that Mrs. Baird was lying, 
her attorney Deb Eismann was stalling, tbat the j from the Sallee. v. Salla::: divorce 
misinterpreted the Real Homes/Real Properties Transaction and that Judge Epis was 
wrong. See Affidavit of Dennis Solla:: in Support of lvfotion to Disqualify J Kahle Becker 
from Further Representation of Plaintiffs in Canyon County Case No. CV 09-11855 and 
exhibits thereto. I interpreted these conversations as Mr. Sallaz was providing legal 
advice to me as his client in the course of our attorney-client relationship as he had done 
for approximately the past 25 years. 
42. ·when my attorney, J. Kahle Becker, started raising concerns about Mr. 
Sallaz's version of the facts, and his concern that perhaps Mr. Sallaz had been lying to 
me, I contacted Mr. Sallaz. Mr. Sallaz assured me that Mrs. Baird was lying, that the 
judge from the Salla:: v. Sallaz divorce misinterpreted the Real Homes/Real Properties 
Transaction and that Judge Epis was wrong. For this reason I instructed my attorney J. 
Kahle Becker to hold back from either seeking default judgments or amending the 
complaint in Canyon County Case No. CV 09-11855. I interpreted these conversations 
as Mr. Sallaz was providing legal advice to me as his client in the course of our attorney-
client relationship as he had done for approximately the past 25 years. 
43. Mr. Sallaz then instructed me to block access to and cut off the water 
supply to a house which Mr. Sallaz had informed me that he sold me in the Real 
AFFIDAVIT OF EUGENJ,: RICE IN SUPPORT RESPONSE TO COUNTERDEFENDANT'S JUDGMENT, P. 9 
FOR SUMMARY 
Homes/Real Properties transaction (Riverside lot lB). See April 6, 2010 Letter from 
to John Runft attached to in Support of i'vfotion to 
J Kahle 
m County 
Case No. CV 09-11855. I interpreted these conversations as Mr. Sallaz was providing 
legal advice to me as his client in the course of our attorney-client relationship as he had 
done for approximately the past 25 years. 
44. In actuality, the house was being rented by Renee Baird to a tenant who 
was a single mother of 5 children who was in poor health. 
45. I now believe all of Mr. Sallaz's actions in the early stages of Canyon 
County Case No. CV 09-11855 (until such time as I settled with Renee Baird in the 
summer of 2010) were intended to divert my attention from the wrongful acts described 
in the Counterclaim. 
46. I now believe Mr. Sallaz had all along intended to transfer property back 
to himself after my death, as he was to be the executor of my estate until I discovered his 
wrongful actions. 
47. With regard to the "Sumner Matter," Mr. Sallaz, created the documents 
which he alleged provided me security for my loan to Mr. Sallaz's client, Steve Sumner. 
Mr. Sallaz made numerous statements to me that he was representing my interest and/or 
my interest through his representation of my entities involved in the Sumner Matter 
litigation (Scrwtooth Energy Reserves, Inc. v. Northwest Broadcasting, Inc. et al.). 
48. Over the course of this long convoluted litigation (the Sumner Matter), 
Mr. Sallaz repeatedly informed me that he had received settlement offers, the amounts of 
AFFIDAVIT OF EUGENE RICE IN SUPPORT OBJECTION RESPONSE TO COUNTERDEFENDANT'S lWOTION FOR SUMlVIARY JUDGMENT, P. 10 
vvh1ch vvere not co1n1n11nicated to me, hovvever 1n fVIr. Sallaz's legal op1n1on were 
insufficient to me was ever increasing value of 
no 111 on statements I now see 
were false) and trusted in his assessment of the case. Based on these conversations, I sat 
idle believing that Mr. Sallaz my best interest in mind in conducting these ongoing 
settlement negotiations. I interpreted these conversations as Mr. Sallaz was providing 
legal advice to me in the course of our attorney-client relationship as he had done for 
approximately the past 25 years. 
49. 'When I read the judgment from the Sallaz v. Sallaz divorce, I inquired 
with Thom Henry, a disbarred attorney who works as a paralegal at Mr. Sallaz' s law 
office, regarding the status of the Sumner Matter, my files, and my interest therein. At a 
visit to my residence, he told me to be careful, that Mr. Sallaz had my files locked up and 
kept separate from other clients' files, that Mr. Sallaz planned on utilizing the funds he 
wrongfully obtained as his "retirement." I now believe this refusal to obtain my files was 
in furtherance of the fraud and wrongful actions described in the Counterclaim. 
50. Wilbur Fifer, now deceased, was a close friend of Dennis Sallaz's. Mr. 
Sallaz regularly referred to Mr. Fifer as his "hit man." Unbeknownst to me, Mr. Fifer 
became the owner of Rentals & Royalties, which was originally R&R investments, Inc., 
after the name of the corporation was changed without my knowledge or approval. 
Further, your affiant sayeth naught. 
DATED this~ __ cby of May 2012. 
Al<'FIDA VIT OF EUGENE RlCE IN 
RESPONSE TO COUNTERDE 
JUDGMENT, P. 11 
) 
:ss 
County of Ada ) 
Notary Public for the State ofidaho 
Residing at: 'N,cr(\~t 
My Commission Exbires: ,.,(C( _,,l) 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
n=r,~~H certifies that on this 2012, a true correct copy of the OF SUPPORT OF OBJECTION AND RESPONSE TO COUNTERDEFENDAL~T'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JlJDGMENT was served upon opposing counsel as follows: 
William Fubnnan 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan & Gourley 
225 N. 9th St., Ste 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 8370 I 
Iver J. Longeteig 
5304 Turret 
Boise, ID 83703 
V.K. Smith 
1900W. Main 
Boise, ID 83702 
Marcy Fox 
1000 S. Roosevelt St. 
Boise, ID 83 705 
Gabriel J. McCarthy 
401 W. Front St., Ste 302 





__ Personal Delivery 
Facsimile 
__){_ US Mail 
__ Personal Delivery 
Facsimile 
_){_ US Mail 
__ Personal Delivery 
Facsimile 
f\ US Mail 
__ Personal Delivery 
Facsimile 
/! k'2--"'L.--' __ _ 
r]/'/ ! /,, J:-:c}" 
By: l) ' /1t1v·f ?fj;l, 
J. ~LE BECKER 
Attorney for 
Defendants/Counterclaimants 
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lN'TEID!lST IN REAL HOMES, LLC 
FOR VA.LUE RECEJ1,,"JID, the undersigned Aasignar dor:s~ hereby sell a.id assi~ to Glen 
T.tefren, A3sigme, all of azsignor's right, titl!! and in~at in and tri all' real estate set forth in 
Exhibit 0A "• it1Mhcd hereto and incorporated llet""Jn by ~ce. and t.o all pro1;~ {JlJf! 
A-'Sfgnor .Plll':l\Wlt to that certain Purchase Agreement dated l-6-06 by and between ~igp.or aa 
Seller~ and Real Properties, uc·aa Buyer, at".ached hereto as Exhibit''B11 and incorporated.herein 
by re.fercn~ 
The Assignee shall .have :fWt power and authority to enforce said Purehase A~ent to 
collect all .3'UllW ~iue him hereur.dar in his name, including imy and all actions ~eBBmy tQ 
oo.fo1cg the a~c agahtGt any and all of the a.furewd real property. 
1N WITNESS WHEREOF. the undersigned hmunto executes the Al!sii!lillent 1hUt 1 Qlb, day of Mateh, 2006.. · · · 
PAGE 02/02 ,,, 
II , 
l\1Iutua1 Release and Settlement Agreement 
REAL HOMES L.L.C. an Idaho limited 
cm Idaho · company 
individual (hereafter "Defendant"). 
the 
husband and wife, 
PROPERTIES, LLC 
and RENEE BAIRD, an 
1. The parties acknowledge the purpose of this agreement is to extinguish any 
and all claims, disp11tes, actions and controversies c11rrently pending or ~vvhich could 
be asserted in the litigation styled Eugene Rice and Janet Rice, husband and wife, 
Real Homes, LL. C and Real Properties, LLC, an Idaho limited liability company v. 
Renee Baird, Dennis Salla2, Glenn Trefren and Tradesman Contractors and 
Construction, LLC, an Idaho limited liability company, Case No CV 09-11855 ("the 
subject litigation") pending in the Third Judicial District in and for the County of 
Canyon. The matters of record in the pending litigation are incorporated herein by 
reference. 
2. Reference to the parties and persons in privity with them is meant to include 
but is not limited to the officers, shareholders, directors, employees, agents, insurers 
subsidiaries, partners, customers, suppliers, dealers, distributors, affiliates and 
attorneys of, within, or related to the named party. 
3. The parties executing this agreement warrant and represent they have the 
authority to make and enter into this agreement and that each party is relying upon the 
representations and covenants made herein, all of which are 
4. The pai1ies have had the opportunity to consult with counsel to 
none are 
r 
5. covenants to 
by ~""'·'""·'~ convey Riverside parcel 
IB, Canyon , Idaho to Defer:dant, and Defendant Riverside parcels 
Canyon County, 
and a portion of 
Idaho, and vvhereby each party releases all Lis Pendens filings and for other good and 
valuable consideration, Plaintiffs agree to release, relinquish, waive, and extinguish 
any ru~d all demands, rights, actions or claims \Vhich have been or could be asserted 
against Defendant and any person in privity with Defendant including but not limited 
to her employees, agents, insurers, customers, attorneys and representatives as of the 
effective date of this instrument. Defendant agrees to release, relinquish, waive, and 
extinguish any and all demands, rights, actions or claims which have been or could be 
asserted against Plaintiffs and any person in privity with Plaintiffs including but not 
limited to any officers, directors, employees, agents, insurers, customers, dealers, 
distributors, shareholders, partners, attorneys and representatives as of the effective 
date of this instrument. This release extends to every kind or type of claim related to 
or in any vvay connected with the facts underlying the subject litigation, including any 
claims known or unknown, contingent or unliquidated, in contract or tort, or in the 
nature of unfair competition, copyright infringement, deceptive trade practices or 
other forms of liability whether under state or federal law including claims for 
monetary or injunctive relief arising from the beginning of time to the date and time 
agreement. 
6. No person or entity 1s considered the of this 
interpretive purposes. 
P-2 
7. The effective date of this release is the date upon which this instrument is 
8. 
execute 
as are necessary for dismissal of the pending litigation 1,,vith prejudice upon 
amounts aforesaid and each shall their own fees costs. 
The Plaintiffs hereby authorize and direct its counsel to file a dismissal of the above 
mentioned litigation. 
I HA VE READ THE FOREGOING AGREEMENT AND HA VE HAD THE OPPORTUNITY TO SEEK LEGAL COUNSEL BEFORE EXECUTING THIS INSTRUMENT. 
Date: Y,- 3 ~~ /d 
'7 --? -,/ /) Date: __ o_··__,,_-· __ C/ __ _ 
L/ '-f /-;? ~~it<X-L C\ J ?LC{!., ,,, F::fl\L HOMES, L.L.C. Date: _9 ... :3 ~ j{J 
By: Eugene Rice 
Its: Managing Member 
-/(.) 
By: Janet Rice 




/ /) //J1 -/7;: lr ;; I /l(Fv~V\-, 
Counsel for Defendant 
p - 4 





Fax: 208 424-6972 
Attorney for Defendants Glenn Trefren and Tradesman Contractors, LLC 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR CANYON COUNTY 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, 
husband and wife, REAL HOMES, 
LLC and REAL PROPERTIES, LLC, 
An Idaho Limited Liability Company, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
RENEE BAIRD, DENNIS SALLAZ, 
GLENN TREFREN, and TRADESMAN 
CONTRACTORS AND CONSTRUCTION 

















) ________________ ) 
Case No. CV 09-11855 
DEFENDANT TREFREN'S 
ANSWERS 
TO PLAINTIFF'S FIRST 
SET OF DISCOVERY 
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT AND OBJECTIONS 
Defendant does not currently possess complete information to respond fully to this Discovery Request. Accordingly, this Defendant reserves to right to supplement and/or amend any and all of the responses contained herein once he has had an opportunity to complete discovery. 
Defendant objects to Plaintiffs discovery requests to the extent the same are at odds with or seek to impose upon Defendant obligations greater than those established by the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
Defendant objects to any and ail requests that would require him to furnish information in the possession of others, e.g., Plaintiffs' attorney, investigators, experts or others similarly situated. Furthermore, Defendant invokes his attorney/client 
TO PLAINTIFF'S FIRST SET OF 
privifege when Plaintiffs discovery requests would require that Defendant furnish information and/or documentation that falls within the ambit of the foregoing privilege; and all objections contained in these Responses shall be "continuing" and Defendant further objects to any of Plaintiffs requests that would require Defendant to provide information outside of his own personal knowledge. 
Defendant will not provide hearsay information in his Discovery Responses. 
Defendant will not provide information which violates the Right to Privacy Act and his rights. Without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant Glenn Trefren submits the following answers to Plaintiff's First Set of Discovery: 
INTERROGATORIES 
INTERROGATORY NO. 1: Identify the name, physical address, electronic communication address (email), and telephone number of each and every person who you know may have any knowledge or who purports or claims to have any knowledge of the facts of this case. By this Interrogatory, we seek the names, physical addresses, electronic communication address (email) and telephone numbers of all persons who have any knowledge of any fact relevant to this case. 
ANSWER: Roy Rice, address and telephone number known to Plaintiff's counsel. Mr. Rice's expected testimony would encompass all issues involved in this case as well as his relevant knowledge concerning issues in the Baird v. Sallaz Divorce case and the pending State v. Dennis Sallaz horse trailer case. 
John Runft and Kahle Becker, address and telephone number known to Plaintiffs counsel. Mr. Runft's and Mr. Becker's expected testimony to encompass all issues related to this case; the proposed settlement to Sallaz and the agreement that he need not file an answer; review of testimony from Sallaz v. Baird in support of Rice and the stipulation concerning Baird; the conspiracy of both Rice and Baird in having the felony theft case filed against Sallaz; and issues involved in the present case involving Rice's attempt to dismiss the case without notice or stipulation from Sallaz. 
Dennis Sallaz, address and telephone number known to Plaintiffs counsel. Mr. Sallaz will testify to all aspects of the case. 
Glenn Trefren, address and telephone number known to Plaintiffs counsel. Mr. Trefren will testify to an aspects of the case. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 2: For every person identified in Interrogatory No. 1, please state the substance of their knowledge of the facts of this case or any documents, electronically stored material or tangible evidence relevant to this case. 
ANSWER: See Answer to No. 1, above. 
TO PLAINTIFF'S FIRST SET OF DISCOVERY ~ 2 
INTERROGATORY NO. 3: ldentify the name, address, and phone number of every person whom you expect to call as a witness the substance of 
ANSWER: My attorney has not yet made the selection. This answer will be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 4: Identify the name, address, and any other Identification of every person whom you expect to call as an expert witness. 
ANSWER: My attorney has not yet made the selection. This answer will be supplemented 
iNTERROGATORY NO. 5: With respect to each and every person whom you expect to call as an expert witness at trial, identify the following: 
a. Identify the witness fully and summarize his or her qualifications and background; 
b. State the subject matter on which he or she is expected to testify; 
c. State the substance of the facts and opinions to which he or she is expected to testify; and 
d. Pursuant to Rule 705 of the Idaho Rules of Evidence, you are requested to disclose the underlying facts and data upon which the expert bases his or her opinions. 
ANSWER: See answer to No. 4, above. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 6: Identify in specific detail each and every document, whether in tangible or electronic form, you or your attorneys are aware of which contains, makes reference to or relates to any factual matter involved in this action or which contains or relates to any item of discoverable evidence. Also please state the name, physical address, electronic communication address (email) and telephone number of the custodian of each item described. 
ANSWER: All exhibits attached to Plaintiffs Complaint. This answer will be supplemented. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 7: Please identify any communication you have had with Plaintiffs in relation to the underlying facts of the case and state whether or not you intend to rery upon any such communication made by Plaintiffs and/or their employees and officers. If your answer is in the affirmative, identify the following: 
ANSWERS TO PLAiNTIFF'S FIRST SET OF DISCOVERY - 3 
a. The date of the communication; 
c. The name, address and telephone number of each person present at the time of the communication; 
The substance of the communication; and 
e. Any documents or tangible items, including electronic information, produced used or created in relation to the communication. 
ANSWER: See response to No. 1, above. Further, Defendant had numerous and ongoing communications with plaintiff and his attorneys concerning all facts and issues in this case, as well as the pleadings filed by Plaintiff. Defendant is in the process of compiling this data and will supplement this response when completed. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 8: Identify any and all persons who investigated any aspect of this matter for you or your attorneys, agents, insurance carriers, or others, and identify each person they contacted in their investigations. Also, set forth the dates of said investigations and, if said Investigations resulted in the preparation of written reports, please give dates or reports submitted and identify persons presently in possession of the same. 
ANSWER: As of this date, no investigator has been retained by Defendant or his counsel. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 9: Have you or anyone acting on your behalf obtained any kind of written, recorded, stenographically-transcribed, oral or other type of statement from Plaintiffs and/or their employees, agents, or officers? lf so, for eacl1 such statement: 
a. State the date on which the statement was taken; 
b. Identify the person taking the statement; and 
c. Identify and produce each statement taken, whether written, recorded, or transcribed. 
ANSWER: Deposition of Roy Rice taken on December 22, 2010, by the State of Idaho and attended by Plaintiffs counsel, Sallaz' counsel, this defendant's counsel, and others. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 10: Have you or anyone acting on your behalf investigated the personal background of Plaintiffs and/or their employees and officers? 
TO FIRST SET OF DISCOVERY • 4 
If so: 
who investigations persons to whom they 
b. Identify each person contacted by said investigators; 
c. Set forth the substance of information obtained by said investigators; and 
d. Identify and produce any repo1is submitted by said investigators. 
ANSWER: Not at this time. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 11: Describe in detail Tradesman Contractors and Construction LLC. 's relationship with Real Homes, L.L.C., including but not limited to its title, compensation, duties, and ownership interest if any. 
ANSWER: Subcontractor for construction and maintenance projects. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 12: Describe in detail if and how you became a manager of Real Homes, L.L.C. including but not limited to how the provisions in the operating agreement were complied with. 
ANSWER: I was half owner and manager with all duties required for daily operation. Any and all records pertaining to his duties, compensation and ownership were last in the care, custody and control of Renee Baird. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 13: Describe in detail the work you did on the properties after January 6, 2006. 
ANSWER: None. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 14: Describe in detail the work you did on the properties before January 6, 2006. 
ANSWER: I did what the agreements required me to do. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 15: Describe in detail the work you were paid for but failed to complete on the properties after January 6, 2006. 
ANSWER: None. 
INTERROGATORY NO. 16: Describe in detail the alleged claims and work which gave to you filing liens on the properties and the current status of those alleged claims. 
TO PLAINTIFF'S FIRST SET OF DISCOVERY ~ 5 
ANSWER: The work is described on the lien claims. ! have no knowledge of the status of those claims. 
NO. 17: !f your responses to any of the Requests for Admissions Nos. 1 -. 27 are anything other than an unqualified "admit," please provide the factual basis for your response. 
ANSWER: See above. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTZON OF DOCUMENTS 
Pursuant to Rule 34 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedures, the Plaintiffs request that copies of the documents or other physical objects identified in response to the Interrogatories be produced for inspection and copying within not more than thirty (30) days after service of these Interrogatories, Request for Production of Documents, and Requests for Admission at the offices of Plaintiffs' counsel, 1020 W. Main St., Suite 400, Boise, ID 83702, or alternatively delivering copies thereof to Plaintiffs' counsel at the above address. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS NO. 1: Produce clear and legible copies of each and every document identified in your Answers ta Interrogatories. 
RESPONSE: All relevant documents were in the possession of Dennis Sallaz. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS NO. 2: Produce any and all documents which relate or refer to Real Homes, L.L.C. including but not limited to correspondence, emails, articles of incorporation and amendments thereto, federal income tax filings and returns, local tax bills or filings, operating agreements and amendments thereto, fifings with the Secretary of State, bil!s, deeds, mortgages, contracts, court pleadings, transcripts, and receipts. 
RESPONSE: See Response to No. 1, above. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS NO. 3: Produce any and all documents which relate or refer to the Properties including but not limited to correspondence, emails, federal income tax filings and returns, local tax bills or filings, bills, deeds, mortgages, appraisals, leases, liens, contracts, court pleadings, transcripts, and receipts. 
RESPONSE: See Response to No. 1, above. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS NO. 4: Produce any and all 
TO FIRST SET OF DISCOVERY - 6 
documents which refer or relate to work you did or were to have done on the properties including but not limited to receipts, bills, contracts, bids, proposals, and documents related to the 
RESPONSE: See Response to No. 1, above. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTJON OF DOCUMENTS NO. 5: Produce your federal income tax returns from 2001 through present. 
RESPONSE: Not in the possession of Defendant. Further, Defendant objects to this request, as Plaintiff 1s not entitled to discover this. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS NO. 6: Produce any and all documents which refer or relate to Plaintiffs. 
RESPONSE: See Response to No. 1, above. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS NO. 7: Produce clear and legible copies of each and every document identified in your responses to the Requests for Admission. 
RESPONSE: See Response to No. 1, above. 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 1: Admit that you have no ownership interest in Real Homes, LL.C. 
RESPONSE: Ownership issues are currently in litigation in this action. Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 2: Admit that Real Homes, L.L.C. was lawfully transferred to Real Properties, LLC on January 6, 2006. 
RESPONSE: See Response to Request No. 1, above. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 3: Admit that Real Properties, LLC is the owner of Real Homes, L.L.C. 
RESPONSE: See Response to Request No. 1, above. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 4: Admit that Real Properties, LLC owns the Properties. 
RESPONSE: See Response to Request No. 1, above. 
TO PLAINTiFF'S FIRST SET OF DISCOVERY - 7 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 5: Admit January 6, 2006 Purchase Agreement between Real Properties, is valid. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 6: Admit that you were a manager of Real Homes, LLC on January 6, 2006. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 7: Admit that Dennis Sallaz was a manager of Real Homes, LLC on January 6, 2006. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMlSSJON NO. 8: Admit that 15584 Riverside Rd, Canyon County, ID was owned by Real Homes, LLC immediately prior to the execution of the January 61 2006 Purchase and Sale Agreement. 
RESPONSE: See Response to Request No. 1, above. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.9: 15584 Riverside Rd, Canyon County, ID. 
Admit that Real Properties, LLC owns 
RESPONSE: See Response to Request No. 1, above. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 10: Admit that Real Properties, LLC has been paying the property taxes on the properties. 
RESPONSE: Denied for lack of knowledge. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSJON NO. 11: Admit that you have not been paying the property taxes on the properties. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12: Admit that Real Properties, LLC expended $63,402.82 to prevent the foreclosure of 15580 Riverside Rd, Canyon County, ID. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 13: Admit that you have no ownership interest in the Properties. 
OF DISCOVERY - 8 
RESPONSE: See Response to Request No. 1, above. 
ADMISSION NO. 14: Admit that you are liable to Real Properties, LLC for the damages sought in the Complaint. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 15: Admit that you have not completed all the work on the properties for which you were paid by Plaintiffs. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 16: Admit that you are liable to Plaintiffs for services you failed to perform but for which you were paid. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 17: Admit that you are liable to Plaintiffs for materials you failed to purchase but for which you were paid. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 18: Admit that you are liable to Plaintiffs for materials you purchased but failed to install but for which you were paid. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 19: Admit you were unjustly enriched by failing to perform work for which you were paid by Plaintiffs. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 20: Admit Plaintiffs gave you money to purchase lumber. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 21: Admit you never installed the lumber on the properties for which Plaintiffs gave you money to purchase. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 22: Admit that you became a manager of Real Homes, L.LC. in accordance with the operating agreement. 
TO FIRST SET OF DISCOVERY 9 
RESPONS Admitted. 
Properties, was a 
RESPONSE: Objected to as calling for a legal conclusion. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 24: Admit that Real Properties, LLC purchased Real Homes, L.L.C. in good faith. 
RESPONSE: Objected to as calling for a legal conclusion. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 25: Admit that Rea! Properties, LLC purchased Real Homes, l.L.C. for a reasonable price. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 26: Admit that Real Properties, LLC purchased Real Homes, L.L.C. for a market value. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 27: Admit that your actions have impaired Real Properties, LLC's ability to manage the properties. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
-i, 
January if>, 2011 
dL ~;;; GLENN TREFRE 
~? Subscribed and sworn to before me on January 1-6, 2011. 
Notary Publi for Ida o 
Residing in Boise, Idaho 
My commission expires May 12, 2012. 
s 
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certify on _, 
served upon the following by E-Mail: 
J Kahle Becker 
kahle@kahlebeckerlaw.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
1, a and correct copy the foregoing was 
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!VER J. LONGETEIG 
5304 Turret 
...,v, ... ,...,. Idaho 83703 
1051 
208 342-5995 
Fax: 208 424-6972 
Attorney for Defendants Glenn Trefren and Tradesman Contractors, LLC 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR CANYON COUNTY 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, 
husband and wife, REAL HOMES, 
LLC and REAL PROPERTIES, LLC, 
An Idaho Limited Liability Company, 
Plaintiffs, 
VS. 
RENEE BAIRD, DENNIS SALLAZ, 
GLENN TREFREN, and TRADESMAN 
CONTRACTORS AND CONSTRUCTION 
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Case No. CV 09-11855 
TREFREN'S ANSWERS TO 
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND SET OF 
DISCOVERY 
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT AND OBJECTIONS 
Defendant does not currently possess complete information to respond fully to 
this Discovery Request. Accordingly, this Defendant reserves to right to supplement 
and/or amend any and all of the responses contained herein once he has had an 
opportunity to complete discovery. 
Defendant objects to Plaintiffs discovery requests to the extent the same are at 
odds with or seek to impose upon Defendant obligations greater than those established 
by the ldaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
Defendant objects to any and all requests that would require him furnish 
the 
attorney, investigators, experts 
or others similarly situated. Furthermore, Defendant invokes his attorney/client 
privilege when Plaintrffs discovery requests would require that Defendant furnish 
information and/or documentation that falls within the ambit of the foregoing privilege; 
this objection and all objections contained in these Discovery Responses shall be 
deemed "continuing" and Defendant further objects to any of P!arntiff s requests that 
would require Defendant to provide information outside of his own personal knowledge. 
Defendant will not provide hearsay information in his Discovery Responses. 
Defendant will not provide information which violates the Right to Privacy Act and 
his rights. Without waiving the foregoing objections, Defendant, Glenn Trefren, 
submits the fol!owing answers to Plaintiffs Second Set of Discovery: 
INTERROGATORIES 
l NTERROGATORY NO. 20: If your responses to any of the Requests for 
Admisslons Nos. 33-48 are anything other than an unqualified "admit," please provide 
the factual basis for your response. 
ANSWER: See below. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS NO. 8: Please produce any 
and all documents which refer or relate to the allegations contained in Paragraph 100 of 
your Amended Answer with Counterclaim, specifically any documents which refer or 
re!ate to Dennis assignment of tit!e and interest of the proceeds due from 
TREFRENjS ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S SECOND SET OF DISCOVERY - P. 2 
Purchase and Sale Agreement referenced therein to Glenn Trefren 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.33: Admit you did not.transfer 100% of 
the Ownership of Real Homes, LLC to Real Properties, LLC. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.34: Admit you d!d not transfer 100% of 
the Ownership of Real Homes, LLC to Real Properties, LLC on January 6,2006. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 35: Admit you never had any ownership 
interest in Real Homes, LLC. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36: Admit you did not have any ownership 
interest in Real Homes, LLC on January 6, 2006. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 37: Admit you never had an ownership 
interest in any of the properties described in Plaintiffs' Complaint. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38: Admit you never had an ownership 
interest in 15584 Riverside Drive, Canyon County. Idaho. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION f\10. 39: Admit you never had an ownership 
TREFREN'S ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFFS SECOND SET OF DISCOVERY - P. 3 
in 15580 Riverside Drive, Canyon County, Idaho. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.40: Admit you never had an ownership 
interest in 714 Smith Ave., Nampa, !D. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.41: Admit Real Properties. LLC does not owe 
you any money. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42: Admit Eugene "Roy" Rice does not 
owe you any money. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 43: Admit Janet Rice does not owe you 
any money. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION No. 44: Admit Plaintiffs do not owe you any 
money. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 45: Admit on January 6, 2006 you did 
not have marketable title to the properties owned by Real Homes. LLC. 
RESPONSE: Denied. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO 46. Admit on January 6, 2006 the 
properties owned by Real Homes, LLC were encumbered by interests not listed in the 
TREFREN'S ANSWERS TO PLAINTIFF'S SECOND SET OF DISCOVERY - P. 4 
Purchase and Sale Agreement attached to Plaintiffs' RESPONSE: Admitted. 
ADMISSION NO. Admit "Roy" Rice is not 
personally liable for any sums which may be due pursuant to the Purchase and Sale 
Agreement attached to Plaintiff's Complaint as Exhibit D, 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 48: Admit you breached the warranties listed 
in the Purchase and Sale Agreement attached to Plaintiffs Complaint as Exhibit D. 
RESPONSE: Denied . 
.<t1L~~ GLENNTREFREN 
Subscribed and sworn to before me on January~ r , 2011. 
I hereby certify that on January 1./1 , 2011, a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served upon the following by E-Mail: 
J Kahle Becker G. Scott Gatewood kahle@kahlebeckerlaw.com scott@sallazlaw.com Attorney for Plaintiff ___________ ----'Attorney for Defendant Sallaz 
IVERJ.LO GETEtG 
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KAHLE BECKER (ISB # 7408) 
Attorney at Law 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 400 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Phone; (208) 333-1403 
Fax; (208) 343-3246 
Email: kahle@kahlebeckerlaw.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband ) and wife, REAL HOMES, L.L.C. and REAL ) PROPERTIES, LLC, an Idaho limited ) liability company, ) 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
RENEE BAIRD, DENNIS SALLAZ, 
GLENN TREFREN, and TRADESMAN 
CONTRACTORS AND CONSTRUCTION, LLC., an Idaho limited liability company, 
Defendants. 
IN THE AL TERt"T A TIVE 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband 
and wife, and REAL PROPERTIES, LLC, 

























Case No. CV 09-11855 
PLAINTIFFS SECOND SET OF 
INTERROGATORIES, REQUEST FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND 
REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION TO 
DEFENDANT GLENN TREFREN 
SECOND SET OF iNTERROGATORIES, REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND TO GLEtJN TREFREN 
RENEE BAIRD, DENNIS SALLAZ, ) GLENN TREFREN, TRADESMAN ) CONTRA.CTORS CONSTRUCTION, ) 
an Idaho limited liability ) 




COME NOW the above-named Plaintiffs, by and through their undersigned counsel, and 
pursuant to Rules 26, 33, 34, and 36 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, hereby request that 
Defendant, Glenn Trefren, answer the following Request for Production of Documents, and 
Requests for Admission within thirty (30) days from the date of service herein, in conformance 
with the provisions of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure. 
PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 
In answering these Interrogatories, you are required to furnish all information that is 
available to you, or subject to your reasonable inquiry, including information in the possession, 
custody, or control of your attorneys, advisors, or other persons directly or indirectly employed 
by, or connected with, you or your attorneys, and anyone else otherwise subject to your control. 
In answering these Interrogatories, you must make a diligent search of your records and 
of other papers and materials in your possession or available to you or your representatives. If 
any Interrogatory has subparts, answer each part separately and in full. Do not limit your answer 
to the Interrogatory as a whole. If these Interrogatories cannot be answered in full, answer to the 
extent possible, specify the reason for your inability to answer the remainder, and state whcitever 
information and knowledge yoL1 have regarding the unanswered portion. With respect to each 
OF INTERROGATORIES, REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS ADMISSION TO DEFENDANT GLENN 
Interrogatory, in addition to supplying the information asked for, identify and describe all 
to which you refer in preparing your answers. 
DEFINITIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS 
A. Definition and General Instructions. 
1. The term "you" or "your" refers to Glenn Trefren, his agents, owners, employees, 
representatives (including insurers or reinsurers), investigators, consultants, and attorneys. 
2. The term "document" or documents" shall mean any kind of written, printed, 
typed, graphic, photographic matter or electronically stored information (including emails) of 
any kind or nature, including statements, however produced or reproduced, and all mechanical 
and electronic sound recordings and written transcripts thereof, however produced or 
reproduced, whether in your control or not, and including, without limitation, originals, all file 
copies, all other copies no matter how or by whom prepared, and all drafts of such documents 
whether used or not. 
3. The term "identify," when used with respect to a document, or the description or 
identification of a document, shall be deemed to request the nature and subject matter of the 
document; the date thereof; the title or name thereof; the name, address, and job title or job 
capacity of the person who prepared it or who has lmowledge of it; and the name, address, and 
job title or job capacity of the recipient thereof. 
4. The term "identify," when used with respect to a person, shall be deemed to 
request the person's full name, job title, last lmown business and residence addresses, and 
respective telephone numbers. 
5. The term "identify," when used with respect to oral communications, shall be 
deemed to request whether said communication was in person or by telephone, an identification 
(as prescribed above) of each person who participated in or heard any part of said 
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communication, and the substance of what was said by each person who participated in said 
communication. 
6. term mean the property listed in the Purchase and 
• Sale Agreement designated "Exhibit D" to Plaintiffs Complaint. 
7. Any interrogatory which be answered in whole or in part by reference to 
documents is deemed to request those responsive documents. 
8. If any of these documents cannot be produced in full, you are required to produce 
them to the fullest extent possible, specifying clearly the reasons for your inability to produce the 
remainder and stating whatever information, knowledge, or belief you have concerning the 
unproduced portion. 
9. If any of the documents requested herein were at one time in existence, but are no 
longer in existence, please so state specifying for each document: 
(a) Type of document; 
(b) Types of information contained therein; 
( c) Date upon which it ceased to exist; 
( d) Circumstances under which it ceased to exist; 
(e) Identity of all persons having knowledge of the circumstances under 
which it ceased to exist; and 
(f) Identity of each person having lrnowledge of the contents thereof. 
10. With respect to any documents called for by this request but withheld due to any 
claim or privilege, list for each such document: 
( a) The paragraph to which the document is otherwise responsive; 
(b) Its title and general subject matter; 
( c) Its date; 
(d) The name(s) and title(s) of its author or preparer; 
SECOND SET OF INTERROGATORIES, REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS AND FOR TO DEFENDANT TREFREN 4 
(e) The name(s) and title(s) of the person(s) for whom it was prepared, and all 
persons to whom it was sent or shown; 
The nature privilege claimed. 
11. If you assert a privilege as to a portion of any category of the materials described, 
please produce the remainder of that category as to which you do not assert a privilege. 
12. Each interrogatory shall be accorded a separate answer, and each subpart of an 
interrogatory shall be accorded a separate answer. 
B. Instructions Re: Supplementation. 
1. These Interrogatories and Requests for Production of Documents are continuing 
in nature, so as to require you to file supplementary answers in a seasonable manner if you obtain 
further or different information before trial. 
2. Where knowledge or information m possess10n of a party is requested, such 
request includes information and knowledge either in your possession, under your control, within 
your dominion, or available to you or which becomes subject to your possession, control, or 
dominion regardless of whether this information is in your personal possession or is possessed by 
your agents, attorneys, servants, employees, independent contractors, representatives, insurers, or 
others with whom you have a relationship, and from whom you are capable of deriving 
information, documents, or materials. 
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INTERROGATORIES 
to any of the Requests for Admissions 
Nos. 33-48 are anything other than an unqualified "admit," please provide the factual basis for 
your response. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 
PREFACE 
Pursuant to Rule 34 of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedures, the Plaintiffs request that 
copies of the documents or other physical objects identified in response to the Interrogatories be 
produced for inspection and copying within not more than thirty (30) days after service of these 
Interrogatories, Request for Production of Documents, and Requests for Admission at the offices 
of Plaintiffs' counsel, 1020 W. Main St., Suite 400, Boise, ID 83702, or alternatively delivering 
copies thereof to Plaintiffs' counsel at the above address. 
REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS NO. 8: Please produce any and 
all documents which refer or relate to the allegations contained in Paragraph 100 of your 
Amended Answer with Counterclaim, specifically any documents which refer or relate to Dennis 
Sallaz' s assignment of rights, title, and interest of the proceeds due from the Purchase and Sale 
Agreement referenced therein to Glen Treferen. 
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REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 
PREFACE 
within 30 days after service of this request, make the 
following admissions for the purposes of this action only and subject to all pertinent objections 
to admissibility which may interposed at trial. NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that if these 
matters are not admitted, but the same are proved during trial, the Plaintiff will apply to the 
Court for an order for reimbursement from the Defendant for the reasonable expenses incurred in 
making that proof, including reasonable attorney fees. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33: Admit you did not transfer 100% of the 
Ownership of Real Homes, LLC to Real Properties, LLC. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 34: Admit you did not transfer 100% of the 
Ownership of Real Homes, LLC to Real Properties, LLC on January 6, 2006. 
REQUEST FOR ADlYIISSION NO. 35: Admit you never had any ownership interest 
in Real Homes, LLC. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 36: Admit you did not have any ownership 
interest in Real Homes, LLC on January 6, 2006. 
REQUEST FOR AD1Y1ISSION NO. 37: Admit you never had an ownership interest in 
any of the properties described in Plaintiffs' Complaint. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 38: Admit you never had an ownership interest in 
15584 Riverside Drive, Canyon County, Idaho. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 39: Admit you never had an ownership interest in 
15580 Riverside Drive, County, Idaho. 
OF INTERROGATORIES, REQUEST FOR PRODUCTION OF AND FOR 
TREFREN 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 40: Admit you never had an ownership interest in 
714 Smith Nampa, ID. 
Properties, LLC does not owe you 
any money. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 42: Admit Eugene "Roy" Rice does not owe you 
any money. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 43: Admit Janet Rice does not owe you any 
money. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 44: Admit Plaintiffs do not owe you any 
money. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 45: Admit on January 6, 2006 you did not have 
marketable title to the properties owned by Real Homes, LLC. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 46: Admit on January 6, 2006 the prope1iies 
owned by Real Homes, LLC were encumbered by interests not listed in the Purchase and Sale 
Agreement attached to Plaintiff's Complaint as Exhibit D. 
REQUEST FOR AHMISSION NO. 47: Admit Eugene "Roy" Rice is not personally 
liable for any sums which may be due pursuant to the Purchase and Sale Agreement attached to 
Plaintiffs Complaint as Exhibit D. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 48: Admit you breached the warranties listed in 
the Purchase and Sale Agreement attached to Plaintiff's Complaint as Exhibit D. 
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DATED this 
J() 
day of December 2010. 
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1 1 IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
2 THE S'I'ATE OF IDA..'3:0, IN Al-iv FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
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Q. And may I have Exhibit 392, please, Madam Clerk? 
Can you identify for the record what Exhibit 392 is? 
A. 
Q. And what was the date of the sale of Real Homes, 
Inc., to Real Properties, LLC? 
A. It was signed January 6th of 2006. 
Q. Why was that agreement entered into with Real 
Properties, LLC? 
A. Well, it was my last option to attempt to 
salvage any kind of money or asset out of Real Homes, LLC, 
prior to the foreclosure sale. 
Q. 
A. 
And why was that your last option? 
Well, financially I had been able to hold things 
together up to our first trial date, but after that 
cancellation and, then, the year I had already expended 
every resource I had and I didn't -- I wasn't able to keep 
up the payments, I wasn't able to keep up the patches, I 
had no asset ability or borrowing ability at this point in 
time to do anything and this was just a last ditch effort 
to try to save what I could. I had received severe 
notices from your office concerning continuing into the 
next trial without any money and my priority was to save 
what I could out of this Real Homes thing, at least cover 



























Q. And what other obligations were covered by that 
purchase agreement that were 4- 4- ... ou c.S -.ana.ing on 
Well, I able to -
Q. Or the community? 
A. I was able to get three of the major cormnunity 
debts paid and the Real homes debts. 
Q. Specifically. 
A. We got -- Rice agreed to immediately come up 
with the cash to clear the foreclosure. He agreed to 
assume the building loan with D.L. Evans and he agreed to 
pay the deed of trust that we had given to Perry Harding 
and, then, divide what -- well, taxes and, then, divide 
whatever was left fully to Glenn and I, which figured at 
that time would be somewhere maybe around 60,000 that 
would end up -- possibly end up with (unintelligible), as 
opposed to losing everything. 
Q. Was there also an additional partial payment to 
me? 
A. Yeah. Rice was not interested in coming up with 
anymore i_-rnmediate cash than the 65 or 70 thousand was the 
first -- for the mortgage, but insisted I had to have an 
advance of at least 5,000 that I could immediately deliver 
to you, plus an assignment of my balance as good faith 
effort to show you that I intended to pay you and that I 



























Q. Was I involved in any of this purchase? 
A. No, absolutely not. There was no -- you had 
involvement in this. This was my last ditch scra.'1lble. 
Q. In your view did you intentionally violate the 






w:~at do you mean? 
Nunilier one, the status of Real Homes at that 
this is certainly a necessary business 
transaction. And, number two, I was counting from day one 
on source on these properties as my source to pay you. 
If I lost all that Real Homes lost all the property, I 
couldn't pay my attorney's fees and recover a dime. 
Q. 
A. 
Was this solely motivated just to pay me? 
Well, this was my sole -- this was the only 
asset I had, number one, to pay you that I had been 
counting on through the whole deal and, nu...'1\ber two, I 
could stand to lose the whole thing period as an asset. 
Q. There is other debts outstanding out there that 
are there unpaid besides me, are there not? 
A. Sure. But 
Q. Such as? 
A. Well, in that year after we dumped the first 
trial date, I ended up with two IRS levies and 
to the tune of roughly I suppose 50, 60 
grand, plus everything. My salary had been levied on. My 
2 Social Security had been levied on. I couldn't borrow a 
3 dime and I -- many of those 130,000 credit cards, I was I 
4 !making partial payments or no payments. There is a lot 0£ 
5 debt -- still is a lot of debt. My priorities were -- I 
6 had to keep you in this case. 
7 Q. Well, if -- are you still -- are you still --
8 excuse me. 
9 A. (Unintelligible) five grand from Roy in a check, 
10 I delivered straight to you. 
11 Q. If the foreclosure had gone through, then, the 
12 three Riverside properties would have been lost? 
13 A. Absolutely. At 11:00 a.m. 
14 MR. BEVIS: Move the admission of 392. 
15 MS. EISMANN: (Unintelligible) Your Honor, can I 
16 have a brief recess? 
17 THE COURT: Okay. We will take a ten minute recess. 
18 (A recess was had.) 
19 MS . EI SMA.t'TN : -- by this court since the plaintiff 
20 filed a motion for contempt, which the Court didn't 
21 shorten time on and I understand under Rule 75 there is a 
22 procedural issue that we would need to address which 
23 includes an arrangement. 
24 THE COURT: Correct. 

























Do you agree that -- or disagree about whether she should 
receive that item? 
Well, I have looked and looked for that silver 
tent. It's one we used quite a bit and I never found it. 




No. I want to keep it if it ever shows up. 
Wny? 
She took all of the stuff we agreed to and it 
included camping gear, it included -- well, everything 
that we divided and that was on my list. 
Q. Is that also your position with regard to item 
77.8, 77.9 and 77.10? 
A. Yeah. That's the stuff she left behind for me. 
I think she took the silver tent and that she --
Q. Pardon? Which one are you referring to, Dennis? 
I didn't have a question. 
A. I'm sorry. The silver camel, I don't care if 
she keeps it. Originally it was 
Q. 
A. 
If she has it she can keep it? 
Yes. Even though it was supposed to be 
(unintelligible). 
Q. Now, on the purchase agreement to Roy Rice, 
Exhibit 392, included in the legal description is lot 1-B, 
which is 15584 Riverside, the home that Renee lives in, 



























the na..'Ile of Real Homes? 
A. Right. It's been deeded to the two of us. 
Q. Ar1d the sold all of Real 
Homes' interest in the real properties to include the 
three lots and Smith? Did it include the sale of 1-B, 
even though the legal description is listed? 
A. Well, that was put in there -- Glenn's demand, 
because he's -- he got fleeced out of that house, frankly. 
Q. But it's not in Real Homes' name? 
A. No. 
Q. It can't be conveyed, can it? 
A. And he knows that. But he -- he's -- he's been 
extremely unhappy about the fact that Renee did not agree 
to sell the house, put the money back into Real Homes and 
he's convinced that he was, in effect, cheated out of half 
that entire house. 
Q. Directing your attention to a discussion with 
Renee about that topic, when did that discussion occur? 
A. It occurred before she moved out of Roosevelt in 





And who was present during the conversation? 
The initial conversations were her and I only. 
All right. And what was said? 
Well, she had been -- she had announced that she 
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l I that -- that I discovered -- or the office discovered prior 

























she hadn't been work comp We were 
penalties from the State Tax Commission for 
-- for some kind of stuff that wasn't filed and -- and this 
was just a couple of them that are described in these two 
letters. She just wasn't doing her job. 
Q. The -- after she was fired did you ever have a 
discussion with her about the return of Sallaz and Gatewood 
computers, the laptop, desktop, financial records for the 
firm or was that handled by Scott Gatewood? 
A. Scott Gatewood at that time was running and 
managing the entire business, the whole office, and he 
handled -- or attempted to handle all those issues with 
Renee with our (unintelligible). 
Q. Did she file an unemployment compensation claim 
against the firm? 
A. She did. 
Q. Was that contested? 
A. It was contested. And she filed a wage claim and 
that was contested. 
Q. Now, I want to move to a different topic here. 
What's your opinion of the fair market value of 15584 
ide? 



























A. Absolutely I'm convinced it's worth a minimum of 
280,000 dollars as an immediate sale value now. 
Q. How about July 28, 2005, your opinion of its fair 
market value? 
A. Well, it may have been higher, because as I 
understand it, according to Renee's testimony those 
properties over there were higher at that time than they 
are now. So, it probably would have been worth more than 
that, then. But after talking with numerous relaters and 
having an appraisal done, 280,000 dollars is the minimum 
fair market value in my opinion today. 
Q. How about the other three lots in Riverside, your 
and two of which have a home on them, but not completed; 
is that right? 
A. That's right. 
Q. So, what's your fair market value of one of the 
lots with the home? 
A. Well, the the figure I determined for the lot 
right next to her with the house on it and the land is 
really not worth much more than the land based on the 
condition of the house and the fact that it sat there 
unoccupied and unattended for now. 
Q. I need a figure for July 28, 2005. 


























I thousand dollars. 
Q. Go to the next lot with the home on it. Where 
does that sit in to Renee's home? 
A. Well, it's kind of perpendicular to her home and 
it has an -- an old old house sitting on it that's in 
extremely bad state of repairs. It's probably a liability 
to the land value and I would say 75,000 dollars would be 
a --
Q. And the vacant lot? 
A. Again, probably 75,000 dollars. 
Q. What is your opinion of the fair market value of 
Smith? 
A. Smith as it sits is a single lot with a small 
house on it that -- we gave up on it. 
Q. And I'm talking about July 28, 2005. 
A. Yes. Total gross value I think would be a 
maximum of 75,000 dollars, including the house. 
Q. Is there potential, though, on that land? 
A. Well, with the zoning application -- rezone 
application there is a possibility of cutting another lot 
-- single lot off of it and if that were granted it would 
maybe add another 15,000 dollars total value to the -- to 
the property. 
Q. Now, with a value on the lot next to home -


























THE WITNESS: Pardon? 
MS. EISMA...~£7: The last answer was 15 or 50 thousand? 
THE WITNESS: Fifteen thousand. 
BY MR. BEVIS: 
Q. If I add up 80,000 and 375s, that gets me to 
300,000. But the sale to Rice, which, by the way, also 
included 15 -- 15584, but that's in your -- both of your 
na.~es. That's 300,000 and Roy Rice paid what? 
A. We finally got Roy up to a -- I think it was 
250,000 dollars. 
Q. And why couldn't you get it higher? 
A. Well, he refused initially to have anything to do 
with this land. He totally turned me down on the loan. 
Wouldn't get involved. Turned me down on several occasions '!Lc)SJ;;,>,<:'"·&.,~·:o: ".'. ~.-,' •. >.<">< ]·«' -> S;:>-L>;. :" /''.!--' 
after a bankruptcy disappeared. I tried other sources for 
loans without any success. Glenn had no success. I 
finally went back to Roy on my hands and knees begged him - ,:,;-,:-~~/} ,,.,. ~- ,, 1i' to buy the place, because I was going to lose the whole 
thing and I finally whined him into it and that's 
absolutely the maximum he would even consider paying them. 
Q. Have your attorney's fees incurred in the course 
of this long and lengthy case created difficulties for you 
as well? 
A. Major difficulties. I haven't been able to pay 
J. KAHLE BECKER (ISB # 7408) 
Attorney at Law 
1 W. Main Street, 400 
Idaho 83702 
(208) 333-1403 
Fax: (208) 343-3246 
Email: kah1e@kahlebeckerlaw.com 
Attorneys for Plaintiffs 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
THE ST ATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband ) and wife, REAL HOMES, L.L.C. and REAL ) PROPERTIES, LLC, an Idaho limited ) liability company, ) 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
DENNIS SALLAZ, GLENN TREFREN, 
and TRADESMAN CONTRACTORS AND 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC., an Idaho limited 
liability company, 
Defendants. 
IN THE ALTERNATIVE 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband and wife, and REAL PROPERTIES, LLC, 
an Idaho limited liability company, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
DENNIS SALLAZ, GLENN TREFREN, 
TRADESMAN CONTRACTORS AND 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC., an Idaho limited 
liability company, and REAL HOMES, 






























Case No. CV 09-11855 
AMENDED BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT ON BREACH OF 
CONTRACT CLAIM 
AMENDED BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR BREACH OF CONTRACT CLAIM- l 
COME NOW Plaintiffs Eugene and Janet Rice, Real Homes, L.L.C., and Real Properties, 
counsel record, J. Kahle Becker, and pursuant to IRCP move 
and through 
to Grant of Plaintiffs on Count "Breach of Contract in 
the Alternative" as follows: 
STANDARD OF REVIEvV 
Rule 56(b) provides that a paiiy against whom a claim is asserted may, at any time, 
move, with or without supporting affidavits, for a summary judgment in that party's favor as to 
all or any part thereof. See I.R.C.P. 56(b). Rule 56(c) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure 
provides, in part, that upon the filing of a motion for summary judgment: 
the judgment sought shall be rendered forthwith if the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact, and that the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law. 
Summary judgment is appropriate where a non-moving party fails to make a showing 
sufficient to establish the existence of an element essential to its case when it bears the burden of 
proof Harris v. State Department of Health & Welfare, 123 Idaho 295, 298, 857 P.2d 1156, 1159 
(1992). A party against whom a summary judgment is sought cannot merely rest on its pleadings, 
but when faced with affidavits or depositions supporting the motion, must come forward by way 
of affidavit, depositio,n, admissions or other documentation to establish the existence of mate1ial 
issues of fact which preclude the issuance of summary judgment. Podolan v. Idaho Legal Aid 
Services, Inc., 123 Idaho 937, 854 P.2d 280 (Ct. App. 1993). 
The non-moving party must respond to the summary judgment motion with the specific 
facts showing there is a genuine issue for trial. Tuttle v. Sudenga lndustric>s, Tnc., 12 5 Idaho l 
150,868 P.2d 473, 478 (1994). A mere scintilla of evidence or only slight doubt as to the facts is 
not enough to create a genuine issue for purposes judgment. V. 131 AMENDED BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTfON FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT BREACH OF CONTR Page 
Idaho 437,439,958 P.2d 594,596 (1998). Thus, even if disputed facts exist, summary judgment 
1s nonetheless appropriate a directed verdict would be wmTanted or reasonable 
could not a conclusion from the record presented. First Sec. Bank of 
Idaho v. Absco Warehouse, Inc., 104 Idaho 853, 856-57, 664 P.2d 281, 284-85 (1983). 
PROCEDUAL AND FACTUAL BACKGROUND 
For purposes of this Motion, the only factual matter relevant is Defendants' failure to 
convey 100% of the ownership of "Real Homes, LLC" and marketable title to unencumbered 
real estate it supposedly owned, to "Real Properties, LLC." See pp. 2-3 of Exhibit D to 
Complaint for Declaratory Judgment, Quiet Title, And Unjust Enrichment and Alternative 
Complaint for Breach of Contract and Unjust Enrichment (hereinafter "Complaint"). It is 
undisputed that Exhibit D to the Complaint the "Purchase Agreement for Sale of Interest in Real 
Homes, LLC" is the contract at the center of this dispute. See Dennis Sallaz's Answer with 
Affirmative Defenses at 2 (admission of,I 25 of Complaint regarding his signature). 
A brief background for this convoluted dispute will help put Plaintiffs Motion in context, 
however only the breach referred to above is necessary for the Court to grant Plaintiffs Motion 
for Summary Judgment. Dennis Sallaz was Mr. Rice's friend, personal and business attorney, 
registered agent, and until recently Mr. Sallaz was to be the executor of Mr. Rice's estate. 
Affidavit of Eugene "Roy" Rice in support of Objection and Response to Motion for Summary 
Judgment (from Ada County Case No. CV OC 1107253) attached to Affidavit of J Kahle Becker 
in Support of 1vf otion for Summary Judgment (hereinafter "Becker Affidavit") as Exhibit A. 
Dennis Sallaz has taken advantage of Mr. Rice's friendship, the attorney-client relationship, and 
caused his client to enter into a transaction during Mr. Sallaz's divorce from his ex-wife Renee 
Baird in violation of the temporary restraining order issued therein. See Id. and A/Jidavit of 
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Dennis Sallaz in Support of Motion to Disqualify J Kahle Becker from 
two men are no longer friends; Sallaz is not attorney or 
Representation. 
executor of his 
and due to his poor health, Mr. Rice may not live long enough to see justice served. 
Exhibit A to Becker Affidavit. Ada County Case No. CV OC I 107253 was filed in early 2011 
due to the legal malpractice associated with this contract and other matters and is set for trial 
August 20-31, 20 J 2. 
Canyon County Case No. CV 09-11855 arose out of a transaction wherein, Dennis Sallaz 
purported to sell Mr. Rice an entity Mr. Sallaz created known as "Real Homes, LLC." Mr. 
Sallaz created an entity "Real Properties, LLC" as the vehicle for his client, Mr. Rice, to 
purchase Real Homes, L.L.C. and its assets, primarily consisting of a four parcels of real estate 
in Canyon County. See Exhibit D to Complaint. This transaction occurred in 2006 during the 
pendency of Mr. Sallaz's divorce from his now ex-wife, Renee Baird. The magistrate for the 
Sallaz v. Sallaz divorce (Ada County Case No. CV DR 04-01075M) awarded Real Homes, 
L.L.C. to Renee Baird and she filed several !is pendens on the real estate Mr. Rice thought he 
had purchased. See Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order, attached as Exhibit E to 
Counterclaim at pp. 22-25. At the urging of Dennis Sallaz, Mr. Rice initiated suit against Renee 
Baird for several causes of action including a claim related to a "trade out" arrangement for legal 
services. See Complaint and Exhibit A to Becker Affidavit. Plaintiffs have filed a Motion to 
Change Venue of for Count IV (unjust enrichment) related to this "trade out" arrangement, and 
set it for hearing on June 7, 2012 so that it can be consolidated with Ada County Case No. CV 
OC 1107253 in time for the August 20-31, 2012 trial therein. 
Due to the existence of the Sallaz marital community at the time events giving rise to 
the claims alleged in the Complaint in Canyon County Case No. CV09-l i Dennis Sallaz was 
named as a Co-Defendant. See Complaint. Additionally, Real Homes, L.L.C. was named as a 
Defendant as well as an individual named Glen Trefren, a longtime client of Dennis Sallaz, who 
an interest in Homes, and signed the contract for the sale of Real Homes, 
L.L.C. to Real Properties, LLC (Mr. Rice's entity). See Id. and Exhibit D thereto. Mr. Sallaz 
has not asserted any counterclaims in Canyon County Case No. CV 09-11855 and assigned 
whatever interest he had in the contract to Glen Treferen. See "Assignment of Interest" Exhibit 
B to Becker Affidavit. 
Canyon County Case No. CV 09-11855 was filed, at the urging of Dennis Sallaz, in 
Canyon County due to the quiet title actions asserted by the Rice's and their entities regarding 
property that was located in Canyon County. The Rice's have settled their quiet title and all 
other claims asserted against Renee Baird, Mr. Sallaz's ex-wife. See January 13, 2011 Order for 
Dismissal with Prejudice and Mutual Release and Settlement Agreement attached to Becker 
Affidavit as Exhibit C. Following an unsuccessful mediation session on May 15, 2012, Plaintiffs 
moved to dismiss their quiet title claim as well as other related causes of action as to the 
remaining Defendants herein. See Motion to Dismiss Certain Claims Against Defendants. Due 
to the impending trial in Ada County Case No. CV OC 1107253, the motion to dismiss and 
motion to change venue in Canyon County Case No. CV 09-11855 were set for hearing on June 
7, 2012. However, due to the 28 day requirement contained in IRCP 56( c), this motion for 
summary judgment was set at the next available date in compliance with Rule 56(c). 
There is no counterclaim asserted by either Mr. Sallaz or Mr. Trefren in this case 
however, it is anticipated that ( despite sitting idle for the past six and a half years and asserting 
latches and statute of limitations defenses in his January 5, 2010 Answer) Mr. Trefren will soon 
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file a Counterclaim as a proxy for Mr. Sallaz presumably to stall consolidation and so that Mr. 
can avoid satisfying the judgment from the Sallaz v. Sallaz divorce. 
LEGAL ARGUMENT 
1) The warranties contained in the January 6, 2006 "Purchase Agreement for Sale of Interest in Real Homes, LLC" were undeniably breached by Defendants. 
It is undisputed that Defendants breached several provisions of the "Purchase Agreement 
for Sale of Interest in Real Homes, LLC." The pertinent warranties which were admittedly and 
undeniably breached are: 
3. Sellers represent, warrant and agree with Buyer as follows: ( a) That the Ownership Interest which is being sold herein constitutes 100% of the Ownership of Real Homes, LLC; 
(b) The Sellers have good and marketable title to Said Ownership Interest being sold and transferred hereunder with absolute right to sell, assign, and transfer same to Buyer free and clear of all liens, pledges, security interests or encumbrances and without any breach of any agreement to which he is a party. ( c) The Sellers covenant that all real properties owned by Real Homes, LLC and being transferred herein are free and clear of all encumbrances not listed herein. (d) Real Homes, LLC has free and clear title to said real properties and Sellers shall execute any and all documents requested by Buyer to transfer all interest therein to buyer. 
Exhibit D to Counterclaim at 2-3. 
Mr. Sallaz and Mr. Trefren signed the agreement in their individual capacities and Mr. 
Trefren also signed in what appears to be his representative capacity as a "Co-Owner" of Real 
Homes, LLC. Exhibit D to Counterclaim at 3. Defendant Tradesman Contractors and 
Construction, LLC is not mentioned anywhere therein. Id. Mr. Sallaz admits that he and Glen 
Trefren signed Exhibit D on behalf of Real Homes, LLC in his Answer. See Answer with 
Affirmative Defenses at 2 (admitting paragraphs 22-25 of Complaint). Mr. Trefren denies that he 
signed Exhibit D (See Answer at 2 denying paragraph of Complaint) however in his discovery 
responses, Mr. Trefren states: 
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REQUEST FOR ADMISSION N0.5: Admit that the 6, 2006 Purchase and Sale Agreement between Real Homes, 
IS valid. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
Defendant Trefren's Answers to Plaintiff's First Set of Discovery at 8 attached as Exhibit D to Becker Affidavit. 
While Mr. Sallaz then goes on to state in his Paragraph 9 of Answer that Mr. Rice was fully 
aware of Ms. Baird's interest, such a statement is inadmissible parol evidence. See Answer with 
Affirmative Defenses at 2, ,I 9 ( denial of the warranties iisted above). 
The parol evidence rule provides, "[w]here preliminary negotiations are consummated by written agreement, the writing supercedes all previous understandings and the intent of the parties must be ascertained from the writing." Nysingh v. Warren, 94 Idaho 384, 385, 488 P.2d 355, 356 (1971); Nuquist v. Bauscher, 71 Idaho 89, 94, 227 P.2d 83, 86 (1951). If the written agreement is complete upon its face and unambiguous, no fraud or mistake being alleged, extrinsic evidence of prior or contemporaneous negotiations or conversations is not admissible to contradict, vary, alter, add to or detract from the terms of the written contract. Green v. KS. Webster & Sons, 77 Idaho 281, 291 P.2d 864 (1955); Milner v. Earl Fruit Co., 40 Idaho 339, 232 P. 581 (1925). It is well established in Idaho that "[ o ]ral stipulations, agreements, and negotiations preliminary to a written contract are presumed merged therein and will not be admitted to contradict the plain terms of the contract." Ringer v. Rice, 97 Idaho 105, 108, 540 P .2d 290, 293 (1975). This rule, however, applies only when the integrated character of the writing is established. W11ether a particular subject of negotiations is embodied in the writing depends on the intent of the parties, revealed by their conduct and language, and by the surrounding circumstances. Nysingh v. Warren, 94 Idaho 384,385,488 P.2d 355,356 (1971). 
Valley Bankv. Christensen, 119 Idaho 496,498,808 P.2d415, 417 (1991) 
The "tenns" Mr. Sallaz seeks to introduce to this Agreement, Mr. Rice's purported knowledge of 
Renee Baird's ownership of Real Homes, LLC and the divorce Court's findings, directly 
contradict the final writing memorializing the agreement of the parties and specifically the 
warranties contained therein. Furthennore, Mr. Sallaz's own testimony from the Sallaz v. Sallaz 
divorce manifests his and Glen Trefren's intent by introducing an Operating Agreement listing 
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himself and Glen Trefren as 100% owners. See Exhibit E to Complaint - Findings of Fact 
of Order at pp. p. 7 ,i,i 28 & 30 and pp. Sallaz's 
and 100% ownership of Real Homes, 
Furthermore, Mr. Sallaz's statement in Paragraph 9 of his Answer, that Mr. Rice was 
presented with a copy of the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order prior to the 
execution of the Contract, is simply false. Answer with Affirmative Defenses. The Contract was 
prepared by Mr. Sallaz at some point in early 2006 during the Sallaz v. Sallaz divorce and 
produced for the first time to Ms. Baird's attorney on April 10, 2006 during trial therein. 
Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order from Sallaz v. Sallaz, Ada County Case No. CV 
DR -04-01075M attached as "Exhibit E" to Complaint at 15-16. The Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law and Order was not issued until October 30, 2007 and therefore it would have 
been physically impossible for Mr. Rice to have seen it before January 6, 2006 when Real 
Properties, LLC was to have purchased Real Homes, LLC and its assets. Id. at 43. The 
warranties in the contract speak for themselves, no parol evidence should be admitted, and as 
such Defendants have undeniably breached said warranties. 
Defendants Trefren and Tradesman Contractors and Construction, LLC admitted in his 
answer that Renee Baird owned 100% of the ownership interest of Real Homes, LLC pursuant to 
his affirmation of the Operating Agreement attached to the Complaint as Exhibit C which on 
page 2 of said Operating Agreement states that Renee Baird had a l 00% ownership interest of 
Real Homes, LLC. See Answer at 2 (admission of the allegations contained in ,i 14 of Complaint 
which refer to "Exhibit C" Operating Agreement for Real Homes, LLC). Likewise, the 
admission of Renee Baird's l 00% ownership of Real Homes, LCC and the authenticity of the 
Operating Agreement ("Exhibit C" to Complaint at p. 2 as to Baird's 100% ownership and 21 
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Baird's signature alone) it necessarily follows that Mr. Sallaz did not have authority to file the 
Amended Restated Articles of Organization (vesting all management solely in Dennis Sallaz) on 
2003 shortly after Renee Baird moved out of the Sallaz household prior to filing 
for divorce. This act (as well as the subsequent January 6, 2006 disposition of Real Homes, LLC 
to Real Properties, LLC) violated several provisions of the Operating Agreement regarding the 
consent of members to acts that amend the Operating Agreement and/or bind the LLC. See 
Exhibit C to Complaint at provisions 3.2, 3.3, 4.8, 8.1, 8.2, and 8.3 of the Operating Agreement 
for Real Homes, LLC. 
Additionally, Defendants Trefren and Tradesman Contractors and Construction, LLC 
admitted the authenticity of the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order, attached to 
Complaint as Exhibit E. See Answer at 2 (admission of,f 41 of Complaint). Likewise Mr. Sallaz 
admits the authenticity of the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order, admits the Sallaz 
v. Sallaz Court's finding that Renee Baird owned 100% of Real Homes, LLC, and admits that 
there was a "cloud" on the title of the Assets of Real Properties, LLC as a result of his actions. 
See Answer with Affirmative Defenses at 3 (admission of if 40-60 of Complaint) 1• The Findings 
coupled with Defendants' admissions conclusively establish that there were encumbrances not 
listed in the Purchase and Sale Agreement (namely Renee Baird's 100% ownership interest). 
"Exhibit E" to Complaint at 22-26. Though Defendants will undoubtedly argue that the Divorce 
court lacked any jurisdiction over Glen Trefren, Mr. Sallaz was subject to the divorce Court's 
1 Interestingly, Mr. Sallaz admits that he is liable to Plaintiff for their attorney's fees in bringing Counts I and 2. See 5 l & 59 and Mr. Sallaz's admission thereof in his Answer with Affirmative Defenses~~ 18-19. Should Mr. Sallaz contest Plaintiff's dismissal of Counts I and II these admissions against interest should serve to preclude any assertion that Mr. Sallaz is entitled to any award of s fees for Counts I anJ II prior to P Iain tiffs' dismissal. 
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jurisdiction and the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order, regarding the undisclosed 
ownership interest of Renee Baird, are binding on him. 2 
Perhaps most importantly, Defendant admitted that the properties which were the 
subject of the purchase and sale agreement were encumbered by interests not listed in the 
Purchase and Sale Agreement: 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO 46. Admit on January 6, 2006 the properties owned by Real Homes, LLC were encumbered by interests not listed in the Purchase and Sale Agreement attached to Plaintiffs' Plaintiffs Complaint as Exhibit D. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
Defendant Trefren's Answers to Plaintiffs Second Set of Discovery at 4-5 attached as Exhibit E to Becker Affidavit and Plaintiff's Second Set of Interrogatories, Requests for Production of Documents, and Requests for Admission attached as Exhibit F to Becker Affidavit at 8.3 
This admission conclusively establishes a breach of sections 3( a) and (b) of the Purchase 
and Sale Agreement. See IRCP 36(b) (Any matter admitted under this rule is conclusively 
established unless the court on motion permits withdrawal or amendment of the admission). 
Additionally, the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order from Sallaz v. Sallaz provide 
ample grounds for this Court to conclude that the warranties contained in sections 3(a) and (b) 
were breached by Defendants. 
2 It is interesting to note that the Court in Sallaz v. Sallaz found that Mr. Trefren had no ownership interest in Real Homes, LLC. Exhibit E to Complaint at 22-26. Rather, the Court found that he was simply a "property scout." "Exhibit E" to Complaint at 22-26. 3 Plaintiffs Requests for Admission as well as Defendant's responses thereto are attached due to the typographical error omitting the final few words of Plaintiffs Request No. 46 in Defendant Trefren's response. It should also be noted that Defendant Trefren made other admissions which would appear to support Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment: 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 33: Admit you did not transfer I 00% of the Ownership of Real Homes, LLC to Real Properties, LLC. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 34: Admit you did not transfer 100% of the Ownership of Real Homes, LLC to Real Properties, LLC on January 6, 2006. RESPONSE: Admitted. 
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Perhaps the most egregious breach of the warranties in the Purchase and Sale Agreement 
1s fact that one of the parcels Mr. Rice thought he was buying had been conveyed to Dennis 
Renee Sallaz by Real Homes, pnor to January 6, 2006. See Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law and Order at p. 8 ~ 39 (15584 Riverside aka "Lot lB" Sold to Dennis and 
Renee Sallaz on February 10, 2004). Despite this conveyance to the Sallazes, Mr. Sallaz and Mr. 
Trefren still included this parcel in the Purchase and Sale Agreement! See T1ial Testimony of 
Dennis Sallaz, pp. 621-622, 691 attached to Becker Affidavit as Exhibit G. Mr. Sallaz then tried 
to convince Mr. Rice to shut off the water to this house that was being occupied by a tenant of 
Renee Baird's who was a single mother of five children. Exhibit A to Becker Affidavit and April 
6, 2010 letter from Dennis Sallaz to John Runft attached as an exhibit to the Affidavit of Dennis 
Sallaz in Support of Motion to Disqualify J Kahle Becker from Further Representation of 
Plaintiffs. This property has subsequently been conveyed to Renee Baird during the Rice's 
settlement of this case with her. See Mutual Release and Settlement Agreement attached as 
Exhibit C to Becker Affidavit. 
2) Any Factual Issues Regarding Plaintiff's damages Can be Tried once Defendant's Liability has been Determined. 
Plaintiffs understand that in the breach of a contract for the sale of real estate by the 
vendor, the purchaser successfully bringing a claim for a breach of a warranty of title would be 
entitled to seek a rescission of the contract and as such, if granted, they could be required to 
return the property to the vendor and collect damages in the form of a money judgment. See 
Ayotte v. Redmon, 110 Idaho 726, 727, 718 P.2d 1164, 1165 (1986). However, this situation 
presents a rather unique set of circumstances and Plaintiffs have not sought a rescission, 
this case specific performance and a money judgment are a more appropriate remedy. 
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The general rules of the common law are that: (1) a party is entitled to the equitable remedy of specific perfonnance when damages, the legal remedy, are inadequate; (2) because of the perceived uniqueness land, it is presumed that damages are in an breach of a land and the non-breaching party need not make a separate showing of the inadequacy of damages; (3) the remedy is equally available to both vendors and purchasers; and (4) additionally, the appropriateness of specific performance as relief in a particular case lies within the discretion of the trial court. 
Perron v. Hale, 108 Idaho 578,582, 701 P.2d 198,202 (1985). 
Plaintiffs ask the Court to apply its discretion here and make an equitable finding that the 
settlement with Renee Baird satisfied the specific perfonnance articulated by the Court in Sallaz 
v. Sallaz and as such a money judgment in favor of the Plaintiffs is all that remains. See Findings 
of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Order at 25. Any other remedy would be inadequate and 
impossible to effectuate. First, Defendants appreciated the benefit of Plaintiffs partial 
performance. This transaction was necessitated by exigent circumstances Mr. Sallaz is solely 
responsible for, specifically the impending foreclosure on certain parcels of real estate during the 
course of his divorce.4 Mr. Rice partially performed his portion of the contract, specifically 
paying $5,000 to Mr. Sallaz;s divorce attorney, Jim Bevis, prior to April 10, 2006 and inccuring 
the $63,402.82 deficiency and preventing the foreclosure on certain parcels of real estate. See 
Complaint i137. This fact is undisputed: 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 12: Admit that Real Properties, LLC expended $63,402.82 to prevent the foreclosure of 15580 Riverside Rd, Canyon County., ID. 
RESPONSE: Admitted. 
Defendant Trefren's Answers to Plaintiff's First Set of Discovery at 8 attached as Exhibit D to Becker Affidavit. 
4 Mr. Sallaz raided the Real Homes, LLC checking account during the course of his divorce from Renee Baird. See Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law, and Order at l O ,i,i 50-51. Though, not necessary for the Court's determination of Plaintiffs Motion for Summary it is to understand the context by which this wrongful and highly unethical conveyance arose. 
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See also January 8, 2009 Letter from Dennis Sallaz to John Runft attached as an exhibit 
to Affidavit of Dennis Sallaz in Support of lvf otion to Disqualify J Kahle Becker from Further 
Representation of Plaintiffe: "Roy has 90,000.00 plus in mortgage payments and somewhere 
around $50,000 to $60,000 in construction improvements and he really needs to sell" and Dennis 
Sallaz's Answer and Affirmative Defenses p. 3 ,i 16 admitting 4J 37 of Complaint (regarding 
Rice's expenditure of $63,402.82 to cure default) and ,r 38 (Regarding the advance payment of 
$5,000 to Jim Bevis) as well asp. 589 testimony of Dennis Sallaz from Sallaz v. Sallaz divorce 
attached as Exhibit G to Becker Affidavit. Second, due to the Findings of Fact, Conclusions of 
Law, and Order's award of Real Homes, LLC and the assets thereof to Renee Baird and 
Plaintiffs subsequent settlement of this case with Ms. Baird, the most valuable portion of the 
real estate (Riverside Lot lB) has been returned to the proper owner, Renee Baird. Third, due to 
Mr. Sallaz's propensity to assign his interest in assets and his failure to satisfy the judgment from 
the Sallaz v. Sallaz divorce, Plaintiffs have no doubt that if title were returned to him, Mr. Sallaz 
would refuse to satisfy any money judgment this Court might grant against him for the return of 
all funds expended by Plaintiffs to date. Mr. Trefren is believed to be judgment proof. 
Finally, Plaintiff Real Properties, LLC no longer owns any of the real estate that is the 
subject of this dispute and Defendant Trefren (the only party that can enforce the contract after 
Mr. Sallaz's assignment of his interest) has denied that Roy Rice is personally liable for any 
obligations thereunder by failing to respond to Plaintiffs Request for Admission No 47 in 
compliance with IRCP 36(a)5: 
REQUEST FOR ADMISSION NO. 47: Admit Eugene "Roy" Rice is not personally liable for any sums which may be due pursuant to the Purchase and Sale Agreement attached to Plaintiffs Complaint as Exhibit 
5 Thus Roy Rice's lack of personal liability for any alleged default on the Real Homes/Real contract is conclusively established. See IRCP 36(b). 
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Defendant Trefren' s Answers to Plaintiff's Second Set of Discovery at 8 attached as Exhibit E to Becker Affidavit at 5. 
Plaintiffs understand that allocation Plaintiffs' involves issues 
which most likely precludes the Court from making an award at this time. However, if this 
Court is not inclined to simply award Plaintiffs their attorneys' fees, the allocation of any 
damages could be resolved by a finder of fact after the issue of liability is determined by this 
Court by ruling on Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment herein. Following a grant of 
summary judgment to Plaintiffs, it \vould seem that the most judicially expedient means of 
apportioning damages would be to transfer the venue of any such claims, pursuant to IRCP 
40(e), to Ada County Case No. CV OC 1107253 in time for the August 20-31, 2012 trial therein. 
Since Mr. Trefren is judgment proof, Plaintiffs would be satisfied with summary judgment being 
granted against him establishing his liability and thus serving as a basis for a denial of any 
attorney's fees he might seek in defending against this action. There would be no need to 
include Mr. Trefren as a party in the trial on the issue of Plaintiffs' damages. 
In this matter, certain aspects of Plaintiffs' claims damages are established by the 
settlement with Baird. Following a grant of Smmnary Judgment Plaintiff seeks herein, 
Defendants' liability would be established. Thus a trial on the issue of damages alone would be 
appropriate. 
Agri-Lines argues that the liability in this instance was ascertainable since the damages were established by its settlement prior to trial with Chenery and the Spencers, and that the only issue in the subsequent third-party action was whether Layne would be responsible for all, none, or a portion of the monies paid by Agri-Lines. Leliefeld v. Panorama Contractors, Inc., 111 Idaho 897, 728 P.2d 1306 (1986). 
We agree with the assertion that here the amount of the contested liability is liquidated, and hence an award of prejudgment interest is appropriate to compensate Agri-Lines for the loss of their money from 1980 to 1986. 
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ChenerJ1 v. Agri-Lines Corp., 115 Idaho 281,289, 766 P.2d 751, 759 (1988). 
single trial on Defendants' mal-practice and the caused by Mr. Sallaz's breach 
1) save ~-. .. ~,~· resources and 2) there are common issues of law and fact that would 
apply to the detennination of any award of damages in this suit. Moreover, a single trial would 
obviate the chance that there could be inconsistent or duplicative awards of damages against Mr. 
Sallaz. See IRCP 42( a). 
When actions involving a common question of law or fact are pending before the court, it may order a joint hearing or tiial of any or all the matters in issue in the actions; it may order all the actions consolidated; and it may make such orders concerning proceedings therein as may tend to avoid unnecessary costs or delay. 
Since Defendants have shown no interest in cooperating, as evidenced by their resistance to 
Plaintiff's earlier Motion to Consolidate, once Plaintiffs jump through the procedural hoops 
outlined herein, a single trial against Dennis Sallaz is warranted. 
CONCLUSION 
Mr. Sallaz sold his clients real estate, without disclosing his wife's interest, during the 
course of his divorce from Renee Baird in violation of a temporary restraining order issued 
therein. In so doing, he along with his associate Glen Trefren, breached the warranties in the 
subject Purchase and Sale Agreement. Since this contract was a highly unethical conflict of 
interest transaction between an attorney and his longtime client, the damages portion of this case 
should be consolidated with Ada County Case No. CV OC 1107253 in time for the August 20-
31, 2012 trial therein. 
Wherefore, Plaintiffs pray this Court enter Judgment for Plaintiffs as follows: 
1) For an Order Granting Summary Judgment against Dennis Sallaz, Glen Trcfren, an<l 
Real Homes, LLC establishing their breach of the subject Purchase and Sale 
Agreement. 
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2) Awarding Plaintiffs their costs and fees incurred in prosecuting this action, LC. l 
120(3 ), and 12-121. 
Alternatively, should this Court determine there are factual issues regarding the 
calculation of Plaintiffs damages, for an Order changing Venue, pursuant to IRCP 
40( e), of the detennination of damages claim such that it is transferred to Ada County 
for consolidation with Ada County Case No. CV OC 1107253 in time for the August 
20-31, 2012 trial therein. 
DATED this :fl day of May 2012. 
By: Ji' 7,d- ~-
J. I-ILE BECKER 
Attorney for Plaintiffs 
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Case No. CV 09-11855 
MEMORANDUM OPPOSING 
PLAINTIFFS' MOTION TO 
DISMISS CERTAIN CLAIMS 
PAGE 02/04 
Defendants Glenn Trefren and Tradesman Contractors and Construction, LLC 
(collectively "Trefren"), hereby submit their objection to Plaintiffs' Motion to Dismiss 
certain claims. Although Trefren has no objection to Plaintiffs' motion to dismiss certain 
claims with prejudice, in theory, Trefren objects to Plaintiffs' motion as currently made. In 
particular, in so far as Plaintiffs move that each party shall bear its own attorney fees and 
costs, Trefren objects to the motion. If, as the case appears to be, Plaintiffs now seek to 
abandon all claims against Trefren after forcing Trefren to litigate this matter for more 
than two years, Trefren will be seeking an award of attorney fees. 
Second, it must be noted that these Defendants have filed a Counterclaim, which 
would remain viable if Plaintiffs Motions were granted and which Trefren has no intention 
dismissing. By Order entered on December 9, 2012, this Court 
to Amend Answer 
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Court's oral ruling was followed by its written order, entered on or about December 30
1 wherein the accepted 
Glenn Trefren and Tradesman Contractors and Construction's Amended Answer with 
Counterclaim, previously filed on October 4, 2010. Consequently, there exists a viable 
Counterclaim which Trefren intends to pursue against Plaintiffs, regardless of Plaintiffs' election to dismiss their claims against Trefren. 
Finally, Plaintiffs' request that this Court stay any rulings upon a request for 
attorney fees by Trefren for fees incurred to defend this action which Plaintiffs now seek to dismiss, is made without any legal support. Moreover, the request that Plaintiffs be granted permission, in advance of any actual findings, to amend their complaint and for the ability to present evidence at some undisclosed time, based upon some undisclosed fraudulent actions, and based upon the outcome of the Ada County matter is nonsensical. Trefren therefore requests that any such anticipatory requests be denied. 
Respectfully submitted, 
AND TRADESMAN'S 
u1.::,11m..::,~ CERTAIN - P. 2 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I hereby certify that on May 31, 2012, a true and correct copy of the foregoing was served upon the following by E-Mail~ Po,/! 
J Kahle Becker 
kahle@kahlebeckerlaw.com 
Attorney for Plaintiff __________ _ 
TREFREN AND TRADESMAN'S MEMORANDUM OPPOSING PLAINTIFFS' CERTAIN CLAIMS - P. 3 
Iver J. Longeteig (ISB 1051) 
5304 Turrett 
Boise, ID 83703 
Telephone: (208) 342-5995 
Facsimile: (208) 424-6972 
William A. Fuhrman (ISB 2932) 
Erika P. Judd (ISB 8241) 
CANYON COUNTY CLERK 
K CANO, DEPUTY 
TROUT + JONES + GLEDHILL + FUHRMAN + GOURLEY, P.A. 225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
Post Office Box 1097 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone: 208-331-1170 
Facsimile: 208-331-1529 
Vernon K. Smith (ISB 1365) 
1900 W. Main Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 345-1125 
Facsimile: (208) 345-1129 
Attorneys for Defendants 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband) and wife, REAL HOMES, L.L.C. and REAL ) PROPERTIES, L.L.C., an Idaho ) 
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Defendants. 












Case No. CV 09- 11855 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION 
TO MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT ON BREACH OF 
CONTRACT CLAIM 
MEMORANDUM IN OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR SlJMMARY nJDGMENT ON BREACH OF CONTRACT CLAIM. - l 
) 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband) 
wife, and REAL PROPERTIES, LLC, ) 
limited liability company, j 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
DENNIS SALLAZ, GLENN TREFREN, 
and TRADESMAN CONTRACTORS AND 
CONSTRUCTION, L.L.C., an Idaho 
limited liability company, and REAL 















The Plaintiffs, herein, through their counsel, J. Kahle Becker, have moved this Court for 
Summary Judgment with respect to Count V., as contained in their Complaint, being a Breach of 
Contract Claim on the theory of Defendants' failure to perform under their warranty of 
ownership and clear title to the property of the Limited Liability Company. 
Standard of Review 
Summary Judgment Standards Generally 
l Rule 56(b) provides that a party against whom a claim is asserted may, at any time, move, 
with or without supporting affidavits, for a summary judgment in that party's favor as to all or 
any part thereof. See I.R.C.P. 56(b). Rule 56(c) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure provides, 
in part, that upon the filing of a motion for summary judgment: 
the judgment sought shall be rendered forthwith if the pleadings, depositions, and admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact, and that the moving paiiy is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law. 
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Summary Judgment is only appropriate where a non-moving party fails to establish the 
existence of an element essential when it bears the burden of proof. Harris v. State Department 
Health & Welfare, 123 Idaho 295, 298, 857 P.2d 1156, 1159 (1992). A party against whom 
summary judgment is sought, when faced with affidavits or depositions supporting the motion, 
shall come forward by way of affidavit, deposition, admissions or other documentation to 
establish the existence of a material issue of fact which precludes the issuance of summary 
judgment. Podolan v. Idaho Legal Aid Services, Inc., 123 Idaho 937, 854 P.2d 280 (Ct. App. 
1993). 
The non-moving party shall respond to the summary judgment motion with facts showing 
a genuine issue for trial. Tuttle v. Sudenga Industries, Inc., 125 Idaho 145, 150, 868 P.2d 473, 
478 (1994). 
Thus, summary judgment is only appropriate if "the pleadings, depositions, and 
admissions on file, together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to 
any material fac,t and that the moving party is entitled to a judgment as a matter of law." I.R.C.P. 
56(c). Under this standard, "disputed facts are construed in favor of the non-moving party, and all 
reasonable inferences that can be drawn from the record are drawn in favor of the non-moving 
party." Curlee v. Kootenai County Fire & Rescue, 148 Idaho at 391(2009), Stonebrook 
Construction v. Chase Home Finance, 37868, Filed April 26, 2012, (Supreme Court of Idaho). 
Disputed facts are always to be construed in favor of the non-moving party, and all 
reasonable inferences to be drawn from the record are always to be drawn in favor of the non-
moving party. Lockheed lvfartin Corp. v. Idaho State TaxComm'n, 142 Idaho 790, 793, 134 P.3d 
641, 644 (2006), Bushi v. Sage Health Care, 146 Idaho 764, 203 P.3d 694, (2009). 
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FACTUAL BACKGROUND and ARGUMENT AGAINST SUlVIMARY JUDGMENT 
Dennis J. Sallaz, one of the named Defendants, and Eugene "Roy" Rice, one the 
named Plaintiffs, had been very close friends for well in excess of 30 years. Over the course of 
this close personal friendship, Mr. Sallaz, who is also a well-known and admired attorney in 
Idaho, provided substantial legal services over the course of these many years, as requested by 
Mr. Rice for his own legal disputes, for those of his adopted son, Michael Rice, who is now 
deceased, and for his other and various family members, friends, employees and numerous 
business entities and enterprises. 
Also, approximately 20 years ago, another close friendship had begun to develop, back in 
Mr. Sallaz's life, when he met an admiring lady, Renee Baird, who later successfully induced 
him by her charm, to consent to "marry" her, and in 1996, he was led to believe he had married 
her in a special ceremony she arranged in Portland, Oregon. However, by 2010, after a 
developing issue surfaced, through an extensive investigation on the issue of their being married 
or not, he has come to understand there never was a lawful marriage at all, and now that has 
become a central issue in the appeal of his divorce case from Ms. Baird. (See Exhibit A to 
Smith Affidavit). The thorough investigation of this is~ue has confirmed that not only was the 
person who presided over their "ceremony" not qualified under Oregon law to perform such a 
matrimonial service, but also neither the Oregon Department of Vital Statistics, nor any of the 
County agencies throughout the entire State of Oregon has any certificate of maniage or maniage 
license on file to confirm a lawful marriage ever even took place between Ms. Baird and Mr. 
Sallaz in the State of Oregon. The State of Oregon has provided official disclosures from their 
official Records on file in the State of Oregon. (See Exhibit B to Smith Affidavit). 
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Before discovering this issue over the non-existence of his marriage, and believing he 
was married to her in 1996, Mr. Sallaz allowed her to become "manager" on certain records 
clerical matters, including not only in his law office, but also in certain business entities he 
had, as she aspired to demonstrate her "loyalty" and "commitment" to him by her performance of 
using her well-developed clerical skills. Mr. Sallaz and Ms. Baird separated in 2003, once it was 
discovered by Mr. Sallaz that a number of his computer files and records had disappeared from 
his Law Office, and other property items were disappearing. In an effort to track it down, it was 
revealed Renee was doing it while having access as an office manager for Mr. Sallaz. Their 
personal relationship became divisive and unforgiving, as it appeared she was appropriating 
documents and assets of whatever kind or nature she could take or otherwise conceal in her 
planned design to orchestrate a departure from the relationship, no doubt, and as the 
investigations confirms, she knew there was no actual marriage from the inception. Reaction and 
retaliations became a logical part of the destructive process, and divorce proceedings were 
commenced in 2004, and that process became vicious, extensive and destructive. 
The divorce was commenced in Ada County, Case Number CV-DR-04-01075M. The 
matter was litigated over a course of several years and re9uired a 16 day trial, stretched out over a 
nine month period. (See Exhibit D to Smith Affidavit,). Mr. Sallaz soon saw how severs the 
relationship had turned to escalating deception and fraud, and Mr. Sallaz was continuing to find 
more of his files missing, false documents then found to be created, and untold manipulations 
and deceit with his discovery of theft of office computers, fabricated stories and accusations 
being told, and a malicious attempt by her to discredit and vilify the close friendship Mr. Sallaz 
had with Mr. Rice. Mr. Sallaz has been put through what he has described to be a living hell by 
this woman. Her ::ittitude became hatred and her falsehoods became of epic proportions, to the 
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point she even caused false criminal charges to be filed against him upon a claim of Grand Theft 
regarding the disappearance of a horse trailer, only later to confirm Mr. Sallaz was not criminally 
involved and that Ms. Baird had actually collected the insurance proceeds herself, with the trailer 
later found in a potato cellar (See Sallaz Affidavit). The final investigation and discussion with 
State investigators caused the charges to be dismissed, and the State has vindicated Mr. Sallaz. 
(See State v. Sallaz, Case Number CR 2010-0029076-C, with final dismissal with prejudice 
entered by the Court). 
This behavior of Ms. Baird appeared to develop over her false accusation of him having 
an affair, which he disputed throughout the divorce proceedings. It was only after their 
separation that Mr. Sallaz was then discovering the false creation of records and documents, 
developed by Ms. Baird, with his computer and laptop software, as she was posturing in her 
effort to help herself financially. 
After the "marriage", and before their separation in 2003, Mr. Sallaz had formed a 
Limited Liability Company in January, 2001, known as Real Homes, LLC, intended by him and 
Mr. Glenn Trefren to become the formal vehicle to maintain their partnership agreement. (See 
Sallaz Affidavit; See Trefren Affidavit). He filed the articles of organization of this LLC with 
the Secretary of State on January 19, 2001. Identifying himself as the authorized agent, and at 
that time he declared his "wife" Ms. Baird, as his "manager", as Ms. Baird wanted to 
demonstrate her skills as his "clerical helper". She agreed to keep his records and files for him as 
it related to matters in his office and his various businesses. Glenn Trefren was a close friend 
and business associate of Mr. Sallaz for many years as well, and prior to the formation of Real 
Homes, LLC, he had purchased several properties and subdivisions, and by their agreement, they 
to have Mr. Trefren deed those properties to this LLC formed by Mr. Sallaz. (See 
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both Sallaz and Trefren Affidavits). Mr. Sallaz and Mr. Trefren had a history of long term 
business partners, and these acquired properties were to be placed in Real Homes, LLC, where 
they would then develop the relocated house onto developed lots, and generated a market and 
eventually sell the developed residences. The only "members" intended for this LLC was Mr. 
Sallaz and Mr. Trefren.(See their Affidavits). Mr. Sallaz was to provide funds to develop the 
properties, and Mr. Trefren would provide and perform all of the services associated with the 
relocation and the physical development of a finished residential facility, so they could market 
the finished product. They were each a 50% member in Real Homes, LLC, and Ms. Baird, the 
"wife" of Mr. Sallaz, was never intended to be or become more than a clerical "manager" for Mr. 
Sallaz, and after the separation, she was removed by Mr. Sallaz as manager in 2003. (See Exhibit 
D to Smith Affidavit, Pp. 7-8). 
As stated, during the separation of Mr. Sallaz and Ms. Baird, many documents from Mr. 
Sallaz' s law office mysteriously came up missing, and during the divorce proceedings, it was 
discovered Ms. Baird had generated her own version of an "operating agreement" for Real 
Home, LLC, using Mr. Sallaz's computers she had taken, and claiming that her "operating 
agreement" was the original document of the LLC, and then claiming that she had 100% 
ownership of the membership rights of Real Homes, LLC. (See Exhibit D to Smith Affidavit), 
(Initial Findings and Conclusions P.7, 8, Para. 28-38). There was no legal basis for the Divorce 
Court to give any validity to her contention, as there was no evidence of any contribution made 
by her to justify a claimed right to be a member, as required under Idaho law. Mr. Trefren had a 
copy of the original and true operating agreement, since Ms. Baird had stolen the office copy 
from Mr. Sallaz's Law Office before their separation and during her file gathering process. The 
true of the original operating agreement was introduced into evidence by Mr. Sallaz, which 
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confirmed the true members of the LLC, (See Exhibit D to Smith Affidavit, Findings and 
Conclusions P. 8, Para. 28-38; see also Sallaz and Affidavit). Magistrate on 
found the false creations Ms. Baird to create a "community interest" in the LLC, though no 
filings with the Secretary of State of Idaho ever showed her as being anything more than a 
"manager" as she had earlier been designated by Mr. Sallaz, and in September, 2003, even before 
the divorce action was filed, Mr. Sallaz had removed Mr. Baird as manager and the members 
selected Mr. Trefren for that role. Ms. Baird had also filed "annual reports", with the Secretary 
of State, both before and after separation, but never in any of those reports did she claim to be a 
member, but rather portraying herself falsely as a "secretary" or as a "president" of Real Homes, 
LLC. She did this for the year preceding the separation in 2002, and thereafter in 2003 and then 
2004, even after she had been removed as manager. As this Court knows, Idaho Statutes make 
reference to officers such as "secretaries" and "presidents" in corporations but not in LLC' s; so it 
becomes rather apparent these false filings were the creativity of Ms. Baird, as a lay person, and 
not the efficient work of Mr. Sallaz, and her works of art were being used to lay her groundwork 
to claim fabricated ownership interests in assets that were clearly not hers. Mr. Sallaz 
concentrating on his active practice of the law, was unaware of her conduct until it became to be 
an issue after the separation, and that gave rise for his need to remove her as a manager in 2003. 
Mr. Sallaz had finally come to discover some of these false filings, so he filed corrected annual 
reports, and then listed Mr. Trefren as the "manager" as well as a "co-owner", since Mr. Trefren 
was a 50% member, and was then designated by the two members (Sallaz and Trefren) to be the 
official manager of the LLC from September 3, 2003, and thereafter. (See, Exhibit D to Smith 
Affidavit, Findings and Conclusions, P. 7, 8, Para. 28-38; see also Sallaz and Trefren Affidavit). 
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Also, before the separation, Ms. Baird had agreed to move into one of the remodeled 
houses owned by Real Homes, with purpose of showing the house to prospective 
(See Sallaz and Trefren Affidavit). 
The Court's Findings and Conclusions were in a state of flux, and the last version of the 
Divorce Court's Findings, Conclusions and Judgment were filed January 4, 2012, and timely 
appealed by Mr. Sallaz in February, 2012, (See, Exhibit A to Smith Affidavit). Mr. Sallaz had 
taken the matter on appeal to challenge the erroneous findings on those matters affecting both the 
Real Homes, LLC entity, as well as the void status of the marriage in the first instance. 
Consequently, with the "final" Judgment of the divorce on appeal, there is no determination on or 
basis to apply any claim of res judicata or collateral estoppel on those issues on appeal. Two 
fundamental issues have been raised in the appeal, the one concerns the Magistrate's lack of 
jurisdiction to either determine members or to award ownership interests in the LLC entity, 
especially to a person who was never more than a manager, and no filing with the State to show 
her to be an accepted member, especially given the fact she had no legal contribution or right to 
assert any interest in the assets. The second fundamental issue relates to the threshold issue as to 
the existence of a marriage, as it has now developed through investigation and official 
confirmation of the void status of the purported "marriage" of the parties and it appears to have 
been a sham, as not only does the investigation confirm the individual who presided over the 
ceremony in Portland, Oregon was not qualified under the Laws of Oregon to perform such a 
ceremony, but also the official Records in Oregon confirm no "marriage license" or "marriage 
certificate" has never been produced, signed, or filed with the Oregon Bureau of Vital Statistics, 
and has never been recorded with any of the Oregon County offices, or with the official State 
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records clerks charged with maintaining vital statistics records of lawful marriages. (See, Exhibit 
B to Smith Affidavit). 
\Vhen the Appeal was taken in the divorce action in February, 2012, Ms. Baird's counsel, 
Debra Eismann, immediately withdrew from the case, and thereafter, Renee Baird secured 
Bankruptcy Counsel and filed her Chapter 7 Bankruptcy Petition in Federal Court. (See, Exhibit 
G to Smith Affidavit). Mr. Sallaz personally appeared at the 341 scheduled hearing in Federal 
bankruptcy proceedings in May, 2012; noted his Objection to any grant of discharge being given 
to her, and indicated a Motion to Lift the Automatic Stay, applicable under Rule 362 of the 
Bankruptcy Act, would be filed as required to allow the appeal in the divorce case to proceed 
forward in the appellate courts. The petition was intended to delay the appellate process. The 
appeal issues directly affect the authority and ownership rights of Real Homes, LLC, as well as 
any claim to a "community interest" in assets being claimed by her, as a result of the "marriage" 
she claimed, but that never "lawfully" occurred. The lis pendens Ms. Baird had filed or recorded 
and claimed against the Real Homes properties in 2004 were later supplemented and continued 
by Ms. Baird, through her counsel, on July 25, 2006, following the disclosure of the Sale of Real 
Homes, LLC on January 6, 2006. Ms. Baird had a cloud on the property of the LLC in 2004, as 
she was then claiming 100% ownership of the member interests of Real Homes, LLC. This 
claim was of Record in Canyon County, and was identified in the Title Report obtained by D.L. 
Evans Bank, thorugh Jim Ronnell, and confirmed by Steven Palleson. (See, Exhibit H to Smith 
Affidavit, see also Sallaz Affidavit). 
During the divorce trial, Messrs. Sallaz and Trcfren both testified they were the only 
members of the LLC, and that ownership interest had remained that way at all times, as Mr. 
Sallaz provided funds and Mr. Trefren provided all of the extensive services, and Ms. Baird 
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provided nothing at any time for the benefit of the LLC. Ms. Baird testified she was the 100% 
member, and therefore had a 100% "community interest", when fact the "filed" .,v-~,"'~' 
the State showed her as being either a manager, or a "secretary" or a "president" of the LLC, 
and never a member or owner. This potential of a "community ownership interest" between Ms. 
Baird and Mr. Sallaz had become a significant and heated point of contention. The Record was 
clear, however, that at no time was Real Homes, LLC, ever made a party to the action, although 
Ms. Baird attempted to include it, but it was denied. The Court chose not to exercise proper 
jurisdiction over it. Also, at no time was Glenn Trefren, an individual and a lawful member of the 
LLC, ever made a party to that divorce proceeding. The Court refused to allow the divorce case 
to be expanded to include other parties. 
During the divorce proceedings, it was established that Real Homes, LLC, had title to the 
parcels of real property, and that Ms. Baird was still residing in one of them after her separation 
from Mr. Sallaz. 
During a 9 month trial, on January 6, 2006, almost two years prior to the Court's entry of 
its Initial Findings in the divorce, Real Homes, LLC was faced with a trust deed foreclosure, and 
Mr. Rice wanted to purchase it in its entirety, using a new LLC, by Real Properties, LLC, to 
make the purchase. He had his new LLC formed on January 4, 2006, by Sallaz and Gatewood, 
Chtd., Inc. at the specific request of Mr. Rice, as Mr. Rice agreed to have Real Properties, LLC 
purchase the entity and its assets and he would have 2 years to pay Sallaz and Trefren what was 
owed to them under the contract, (see Purchase Agreement, Exhibit D to Plaintiff's Complaint). 
Mr. Rice purchased the LLC, well knowing of Ms. Baird's cloud on the title since 2004, and 
being fully aware of the claimed "community interest" and false membership interests that were 
asserted by Ms. Baird, as he closely watched the separation and divorce unfold, and in fact, 
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testified at length in the divorce as to his review of the Title Report obtained by D.L. Evans 
Bank, and search by Steven Palleson. (See, Exhibit H to Smith Affidavit see als() Sallaz 
Affidavit). He knew the entire history of both the limited liability company and the wave of 
hatred brewing with Ms. Baird in the divorce proceedings, and he not only testified as to his 
reasons for buying the LLC and its assets. Most importantly, he was given the opportunity by the 
Magistrate to rescind the sale entirely and get his money back. Specifically, on July 21, 2006, 
Roy Rice took the stand and testified under oath in Sallaz v. Sallaz case, and he was questioned 
extensively regarding his knowledge of what he knew in the nature of the adverse claim to the 
title on the properties and interests by Ms. Baird, and at that time, Mr. Rice testified that he was 
well aware of the claims being made by Ms. Baird when he executed the Purchase and Sale 
Agreement; that he was "waiting for all of the dust to clear and everything else", but he realized 
he had to act when he did to avoid the foreclosure action on the Trust Deed that otherwise would 
take place because of the interest of Saxton Farms, as they were about to foreclose on their Deed 
of Trust, and there was only two days remaining, and if the sale proceeded, they would become 
the owner of that parcel, and he wanted it for himself. He was even given the opportunity from 
the Court to exercise an equitable remedy if he would so choose, but he would not rescind the 
Real Homes, LLC/Real Properties, LLC transaction because it was a "very, very good business 
venture; it was never a loan" Mr. Rice insisted on the purchase, and he knew Sallaz and Trefren 
were the only members in the entity and knew Ms. Baird's recorded claims in detail. See 
Exhibit C to Smith Affidavit, P. 66, L.13-P. 68, L.l; P.29, L.l-P.32, L.22; P.29, L.25-P.30, L.4; 
P.32, L.22; P. 38, L.3-P. 40, L.8; P.38, L.L.3-8; P.39, L.16-P.42, L.8. 
The transcript reflects that Mr. Rice testified on the subject of Real Homes, LLC, in the 
manner: 
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Mr. Rice: I mean, it was either close this thing or lose opportunity, and it was .. 
Along did you ever a title 
Mr. Rice: oh yes, uh-huh. 
I mean, it was a good business 
The Court: Did the title report reveal to you that there may be some other owners of this property besides Real Homes? 
Mr. Rice: Everything was researched by D.L. Evans Bank. 
The Court: And did you look at the title report before you bought it? 
Mr. Rice: Yes. 
The Court: What did you - who did you rely on in determining whether Real Homes had the property, or not, in their name? 
Mr. Rice: Jim Ronnell of D.L. Evans Bank. 
The Court: If you were paid back the sums that you have paid out, would you be willing to rescind the sale? 
Mr. Rice: No, simply because this was done as a business thing. This was not done as a loan. This was done as a business venture; and it is a very, very good business venture. 
Thereafter, following the refusal of Mr. Rice to rescind the sale by his testimony on July 
21, 2006, Ms. Baird's attorney, Debra Eismann, on July 25, 2006,4 days later, filed further lis 
pendens against the Rice purchase as well, recording it wrth the Canyon County Recorder's 
office against these properties that were conveyed and now owned by Real Properties, LLC. 
These additional filings were against 15584 Riverside and 714 Smith Road. (See, Exhibit E and 
Exhibit F to Smith Affidavit). The encumbrance of Ms. Baird was started in 2004 when the 
divorce began, and remained of Record on the Canyon County Court Recorder's office. 
Given the fundamental issues in the appeal, regarding not only the Magistrate's 
jurisdiction over the members of Real Homes, LLC and the void "marriage" status of the 
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the claimed "marital community" interest and ownership by Ms. Baird is a stretch at best, and 
the authenticity of the investigation over their "marriage", the consequence those facts 
confirm the parties were never legally married under Oregon law and cannot constitute a legal 
marriage under Idaho law. As this Court is well aware, the concept of a "common law" 
man-iage, which before was recognized as a substitute for a "formal" union under certain State 
laws was abolished in Oregon long ago, and later abolished in Idaho long before this "marriage" 
took place in July, 1996. 
Notwithstanding the appeal matters and assuming we set those issued aside for a minute, 
the testimony of Mr. Rice strongly confirms he was not only fully aware of the dispute and 
claimed interests and clouds and encumbrances created by Ms. Baird since 2004, but he also had 
several third parties he trusted undertake their own title examinations, including his agent at at 
D.L. Evans Bank, Jim Ronnell, and then the further assessment by Steven Palleson, who also 
reviewed Ms. Baird's claim of ownership interest in the LLC and the real property, and he was 
satisfied from his independent sources that Sallaz and Trefren had the right to convey their 
interest in LLC and the LLC owned the assets, notwithstanding the "claimed" interest or 
encumbrance asserted by Ms. Baird since 2004. No one has claimed any aspect of this sale to be 
a fraudulent transaction. Clearly, Mr. Rice investigated the issue of ownership in detail, knew 
the encumbrances of Record, relied on D.L. Evans Bank, their title agent and their title report, 
along with the review of the records generated by Steven Palleson, (See, Exhibit H to Smith 
Affidavit). It served to confinn exactly what Mr. Sallaz and Mr. Trefren had always known, 
believed, testified to, and supported their continuing agreement to work with Mr. Rice to pursue 
a quiet title action, the reason, in fact, this case in Canyon County was filed, as it was necessary 
to removal of Ms. Baird's cloud on the title filed back to 2004. The 2 year grace 
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period Mr. Rice was given to pay the purchase price was created because Mr. Rice knew he had 
to remove her interest, it was up January 6, 2008, and Mr. Rice had to commence an action 
to clear Ms. Baird's long standing cloud to the title, so he could complete the projects and sell the 
houses and use those funds to pay Messrs. Sallaz and Trefren, or reach in his pocket and pay then 
with other cash finds he had available to him. Consequently, suit was filed. Messrs. Rice, 
Trefren, Sallaz, Runft and Becker got together, and filed for declaratory judgment to clear the 
title to the real property, remove all of the clouds, and lis pendens filed by Ms. Baird, so Mr. Rice 
could complete the construction and pursue sale of the properties, and use those funds from those 
sale proceeds to make payment he owed to Messr. Sallaz and Trefren under the Purchase and 
Sale Agreement. 
This Quite Title action has unfortunately been "derailed", due to the disputed settlement 
Mr. Rice chose to instead undertake with Ms. Baird. Consequently, it has become obvious he has 
taken the position he would settle with Renee Baird on the residence, take clean title to the other 
assets instead of complete the litigation to clear the title on all the assets, and wait till the market 
improves before he sells what he has remaining, and in the meantime, refuse to pay what he owes 
to Messrs. Sallaz and Trefren, and now in a fictitious and fraudulent manner, claim that Mr. 
SaIIaz and Mr. Trefren had breached several provisions of the warranties contained in the 
Purchase Agreement for Sale. Mr. Rice has not only "unclean hands", in this equitable claim, 
but also his own contract her wanted written the way it was written, clearly provides that he 
assumes all encumbrances of record when he signed the contract and bought the rights of Messrs. 
Sallaz and Trefren. See Exhibit D to Plaintiffs' Complaint, page I and 2. He was aware of Ms. 
Baird's encumbrances; he but won't return any of the assets, he won't pay any of the contract 
debt, to rescind the agreement when given the opportunity in the Divorce Court. 
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He has now falsely and quite disingenuous chosen to claim, upon the advice of his counsel, that 
there is a breach of the warranty in the Purchase Agreement Sale's documents, 
represented: 
(a) That the Ownership interest which is being sold herein constitutes 100% of the Ownership of Real Homes, LLC; 
(b) The Sellers have good and marketable title to said Ownership interest being sold and transferred hereunder with absolute right to sell, assign, and transfer same to Buyer free and clear of all liens, pledges, security interest or encumbrances and without any breach of any agreement to which he is a party. 
(c) The Sellers covenant that all real properties owned by Real Homes, LLC and being transferred herein are free and clear of all encumbrances not listed herein. ( d) Real Homes, LLC has a free and clear title to sell real properties and Sellers shall execute any and all documents requested by Buyer to transfer all interest therein to Buyer. 
It remains undisputed that no one has attempted to set aside the sale, and no one is claiming 
there was no apparent authority or agency right to convey the rights of the properties it owned. 
Mr. Rice waived any possibility of a claim when he refused to rescind the sale, knowing 
everything he knew about the existence of Ms. Baird's claims stemming back to 2004, his 
assumption of the known encumbrance, as he assumed the encumbrance as it was of Record. He 
specifically told the Divorce Court he would never rescind the deal. Consequently, he is not only 
estopped to make such a claim by virtue of quasi estoppel, but he assumed the encumbrances of 
Record, knowing Ms. Baird was one, but also he agreed t'o hold "sellers harmless therefrom". He 
always relied on his own independent title research, not to belabor the fact he assumed 
encumbrances and waived any claim to assert a breach. The Record is also clear, he voluntarily 
undertook to go to Ms. Baird and make a deal with Ms. Baird to settle her long standing claim so 
he could get clear title to what he wanted, and then we see he retains ownership of those 
remaining assets, waiting for the market to reverse course so he can make a fine profit, and in the 
meantime, he wrongfully continues to withhold payment under his contract and stalls Sallaz and 
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Trefren as long as he can. Even though the "divorce" proceedings between Ms. Baird and Mr. 
Sallaz had created a dispute over the existence of a "community interest", it was still a known 
encumbrance recorded by Ms. Baird in 2004, and Mr. Rice knowingly assumed that 
encumbrance, having received and reviewed the Title Report and Steven Palleson's research 
data, and contractually obligated himself to hold the sellers, Messrs. Sallaz and Trefren, harmless 
therefrom. The Divorce Court itself declined to set aside the sale, and the Magistrate found the 
sale to be a good faith sale, for adequate consideration, and Mr. Rice h1ew he got a great deal, as 
the initial appraisal value was over $450,000.00. 
Furthermore, no one has ever sought to challenge any aspect of the sale of Real Homes, LLC, 
on January 6, 2006, or claim it was fraudulent, as it was based on the ownership interest reflected 
in the September 3, 2003 official filing of Amended and Restated Articles of Organization by 
Mr. Sallaz with the State of Idaho. That filing showed Messrs. Sallaz and Trefren to be the 
members, each being 50% owners. The Magistrate full well knew Mr. Rice had purchased the 
LLC as a bona fide purchase for value, and the Court itself could not and would not rescind the 
sale. The Court actually elected to accept the sale. This sale occurred on January 6, 2006, and no 
challenge was made to set aside the sale. The Court, at best, had to realize it only had 
jurisdiction over the "community" distributive share of Mr. Sallaz for what he might receive 
from any sale, and that should have been the only focus of the Court as to any claim of a 
"community interest", as never did the Court have proper jurisdiction over Mr. Trefren or over 
the entity itself, Real Homes, LLC, and it did not have subject matter jurisdiction to determine 
membership or authority to sell the entity that took place on January 6, 2006. 
CONCLUSION 
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A question of fact exists as to not only whether Ms. Baird could even possess, let alone claim 
an interest, either as a member, or as a spouse's interest in a "community interest" a 
community estate in any marriage, but also the question of fact and law there was no valid 
marriage, and no jurisdiction to address the rights or members of this LLC in a divorce action. 
Furthermore, this contract specifically confirms Mr. Rice and Real Properties, LLC were fully 
aware of the recorded cloud and encumbrance placed on the Real Homes, LLC real properties 
back in 2004 by Renee Baird and her attorney, Debra Eismann, and by his agreement, had 
specifically assumed the claimed encumbrance, and held the sellers harmless therefrom. He had 
to deal with it, and the best way was the quiet title action, as he had full cooperation and 
assistance from the sellers. However, after starting that process, he changed his mind and 
decided to resolve the claim with Ms. Baird a different way. It was his choice, as he had 
assumed the obligation. Furthermore, Mr. Rice is quasi estopped, as he confirmed to the Divorce 
Court he had done extensive research on the title issues, and told the Court it was a very, very 
good deal, and he would not agree to rescind the sale. 
Under Idaho law, this LLC was the titled owner of the real property assets at the time of sale 
on January 6, 2006. The encumbrance of Ms. Baird was recorded in 2004 and recorded again 
after the sale to Real Properties, LLC, in July, 2006, and served to continue to cloud the 
ownership of the LLC, and the title to the properties, a fact know to all. Ms. Baird never filed 
any suit to set aside the sale of the assets, as she knew the assets belonged to Real Homes, LLC. 
She wanted only to somehow claim a "community interest". By law, even the "creditor" of a 
"member" of an LLC cannot attach the actual assets of the LLC; only the distributive share of 
salary or dividend of a claiming member's interest can be attached, and then only once it is 
eligible to to him. any of Mr. Sallaz' s membership interest were ever held to be 
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subject to a "community interest" it could not legally affect "title" of the LLC' s assets; rather 
it only subject Mr. Sallaz's distributive share the sale's proceeds, once received, to 
further assessment, for subsequent distribution in a divorce action. But, given the void nature of 
the marriage, we anticipate the remand will prove to be a rather interesting moment in time. 
Since the Divorce Court had neither the jurisdiction over the LLC, not entertained the 
opportunity to rescind the sale or find it to be a fraudulent sale, the issue of any claimed 
"community interest", whether it be 50% community or 100% community interest, is irrelevant 
to the title or warranty of the LLC' s assets, and the cloud and encumbrance created by Ms. 
Baird's filings were of Record as early as 2004, and since it was assumed by Plaintiffs, that 
encumbrance is irrelevant to the warranty title of the LLC' s assets, as the sellers were held 
harmless therefrom. Mr. Rice assumed the burden to deal with Ms. Baird's claims, and he had 
done that with his own voluntary acts. Mr. Rice's only logical "claim for relief' from this 
transaction id he wanted out, would be a rescission; but even when he was offered that by the 
Court, he refused it, full well knowing everything there was to know about Ms. Baird's claims, 
asserted member interest, community interests, clouds created by her recorded filings and 
continued recordings, so he is estopped, not only as a matter of equitable principles, but also by 
virtue of his assumption, by virtue of his waiver, and by virtue of quasi estoppel, since he 
assumed the claim. He has no breach of a warranty over a claim that was a recorded 
encumbrance and was specifically assumed under the terms of his own contract. It was Mr. Rice 
himself, who made the decision to convey assets to Mr. Baird to settle her recorded claim, and he 
then retained title to the other assets, having long before waived his only available remedy of 
resc1ss10n. 
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Why Mr. Rice would elect to abandon the mutually beneficial effects of the quiet title action 
do a with Ms. Baird in order to remove her bogus claim 
assets remains a mystery to these Defendants, but it was his choice, as he assumed the 
encumbrance, and by his contract, is obligated to hold these Defendants harmless from her 
recorded claim that has persisted of Record since 2004. Her claim could only be against what 
could have become a distributive share to a spouse, so it still remains hard to understand his 
logic, but make no mistake, Mr. Rice has no warranties concerning Ms. Baird's claim in the 
transaction, as his voluntary acts to settle with her has no ability to change his duty under the 
Hold Harmless clause. His continuing efforts to avoid paying what he owes under the terms of 
the contract, under a false pretense that he had somehow been wronged, when he, in fact, has 
made all the decisions that included to refuse an offer of rescission as a way to avoid Ms. Baird, 
and at all times having a full understanding of what he was doing from the inception, with full 
knowledge of the title from his own independent sources, and his assumption of the claim in its 
entirety, he has no breach of warranty claim, and he has demonstrated he has repeatedly had ------------------------------~ 
unclean hands and now wants to defraud the co~rt\Vith his bogus claim of a seller~°\ch when 
he assumed the debt and by his actions, have w( ed any basis to~h a claim. 
: ) 
Respectfully submitted this 22nd day of June, 2012. · 
/ 
(' 
Vernon K. Smith 
Attorney for Dennis J. Sallaz 
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limited liability company, and REAL 
HOMES, LLC, and Idaho limited 
liability company, 
Defendants. 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Ada ) 
Vernon K. Smith, being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: 
1. I am at least eighteen (18) years of age competent to submit documentation regarding 
the matters set forth herein. 
2. I am the attorney representing Defendant, Dennis J. Sallaz in the above entitled 
matter, and I make this affidavit based upon my personal knowledge of the I 
documentation contained herein. 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit A, and fully incorporated herein by this reference, is a true 
and correct copy of the Notice of Appeal of the Amended Findings of Fact, 
Conclusions of Law and Judgment as entered by the Honorable David C. Epis in the 
matter of Sallaz v. Sallaz, Case No. CV DR-2004-1075 on January 4, 2012, filed by 
Dennis J. Sallaz on February 9, 2012. 
4. Attached hereto is Exhibit B, and fully incorporated herein by this reference, are true 
and correct copies of documents obtained from the Oregon State Bureau of Vital 
Statistics regarding the lack of any certificate of marriage or marriage license of 
record in to identify a marriage between Dennis J. Sallaz 
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and Renee Baird. These documents are available from the State Oregon, and 
confirm there was no valid or lawful marriage of those individuals. 
5. Attached hereto is Exhibit C, and fully incorporated herein by this reference, is a true 
and correct copy of the trial transcript of the testimony of Eugene Rice, taken July 21, 
2006, in the Sallaz v. Sallaz divorce matter, Ada County Case No. CV DR-2004-
1075, produced by Plaintiffs, Eugene Roy Rice and Janet Rice in their capacity as 
Counterclairnants in response to discovery in the Ada County case matter, Case No. 
CV- OC 1107253, Bates labeled Rice 1201-1220. 
6. Attached hereto as Exhibit D, 'and fully incorporated herein by this reference, is a true 
and correct copy of the trial court's initial Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and 
Order entered by the Honorable David C. Epis, Magistrate Judge, in Ada County 
Case, Sallaz v. Sallaz, Case No. CV DR-2004-1075, which was originally attached to 
any exhibit referred to as Exhibit J to the Affidavit of J. Kahke Becker in Support of 
Motion to Consolidate Pursuant to Rule 42(a) in the above referenced Ada County 
Case. 
7. Attached hereto as Exhibit E, and fully incorporated herein by this reference, is a true 
I 
and correct copy of the subsequent and continuing lis pendens Renee Baird had her 
attorney, Debra Eismann, record against 11588 Riverside, Caldwell, Canyon County, 
Idaho, recorded on July 25, 2006 still claiming an interest after the sale of Real 
Hornes, LLC to Real Properties, LLC on January 6 2006, produced by plaintiffs, 
Eugene Roy Rice and Janet Rice, in their capacity as Counterclaimants in the Ada 
County Case, in their to in that matter, Bates labeled PLF 00566-
569. 
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8. Attached hereto as Exhibit F, and fully incorporated herein by this reference, is a true and 
correct copy of subsequent and continuing Iis pendens Renee Baird had her attorney, 
against 714 Road, Nampa, Canyon County, Idaho, 
recorded on July 25, 2006 still claiming an interest after the sale of Real Homes, LLC to 
Real Properties, LLC on 6, 2006, produced also by the above referenced 
Counterclairnants in their response to discovery in that matter, Bates labeled PLF 00570-
572. 
9. i\ttached hereto as Exhibit G, and fuiiy incorporated herein by this reference, is a true I 
and correct copy of the Petition for Bankruptcy filed by Renee Baird in Federal Court for I 
the District ofidaho on April 19, 2012. 
I 0. Attached hereto as Exhibit H, and fully incorporated herein by this reference, is a true 
and correct copy of correspondence between Roy Rice and Steven Palleson, concerning 
the title to the property, produced by Eugene Roy Rice and Janet Rice, in their capacity as 
Counterclaimants in the above mentioned Ada County Case in response to discovery and 
Bates labeled PLF 01544-46, 01520-21, 01518-19, 01507-08, and 01531-34. 
11. Attached hereto as Exhibit I, and fully incorporated herein by this reference, is a true and 
ft, in regard to Roy Rice, hand 
delivered on anuary 8, 2009, and related to this case filed by Messrs. Runft and Becker, 
in behalf of the mut in(~llaz, Rice and Trefi n. 
FURTHER YOUR FFIAN A~THNAUG . 
Vernon K. Smith 
Attorney for Dennis J. Sallaz 
\ 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband) and wife, REAL HOMES, LLC. and REAL ) PROPERTIES, LLC, and Idaho Limited ) 
Liability Company, ) 
) 




) DENNIS SALLAZ, GLEN TREFREN, and ) TRADSEMAN CONTRACTORS AND ) 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC., and Idaho ) Limited Liability Company, ) 
) 
Defendants. ) 
) IN THE ALTERNATIVE ) 
) 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband) and wife, and REAL PROPERTIES, LLC., ) an fdaho limited liability company, ) 
Case No. CV 09-11855 
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Plaintiffs, 
DENNIS SALLAZ, GLEN TREFREN, 
TRADESMAN CONTRi\.CTORS AND 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC., an Idaho 
limited liability company, and REAL 














STATE OF IDAHO ) 
)ss: 
County of ADA ) 
GLEN TREFREN, being first duly sworn upon oath, hereby states and represents as follows: 
1. That I am a defendant/counterplaintiff above named, the sole niember of Tradesman 
Contractors and Construction, LLC, I am over the age of eighteen years of age, and I do base 
this affidavit upon my personal knowledge and belief. 
2. That prior to the sale of Real Homes, LLC to Real Properties, LLC, on January_6, 2006, I was 
a 50% member of Real Homes, LLC. 
3. That I have been in the construction business my entire working life. In 2001, I formed a 
50/50 partnership with Dennis Sallaz in a construction business purchasing homes to be 
moved and relocated to available lots and offered for sale upon completion. During this 
period of time, I personally entered into a Purchase Agreement to buy the Riverside property 
in Canyon County, Idaho, which we were going to develop into a housing subdivision. (See 
exhibit A attached hereto). 
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Following my purchase of this Canyon County property, Dennis sallaz and I 
our partnership Real in which Dennis Sallaz and 1 were 50/50 joint and 
members. As part of my capital contribution into the LLC, [ deeded over the Canyon County 
Riverside property and continued to develop the property. 
Real Homes, LLC completed a legal subdivision, divided the lots and moved 3 houses 
on the property. We then began working on completing the first house so we could list it for sale 
at 15584 Riverside Rd. 
4. Before finishing the house, the LLC ran out of money to complete the construction projects 
and we were forced to apply for a bank loan on the house we were trying to complete. In 
order to do this, Dennis Sallaz had to obtain a signature loan. The bank required the house 
be deed to be in Dennis' name, so Baird, I and Dennis agreed that we would transfer the deed 
to Dennis who would hold the deed in trust for the LLC, and upon closing the loan, Dennis 
would transfer the house and deed back to the LLC. We obtained the loan to Dennis, and the 
money was used to complete the construction of the house which we finally listed for sale. 
We had agreed further that since Baird was a real estate agent, the LLC would furnish the 
house and Baird would live in it rent free until it was sold, and the proceeds would be used 
to pay off the Sallaz loan and the balance of the sale money would go back to the LLC. 
5. Shortly after moving into the house, Baird removed all the for sale signs, cancelled the listing 
on the house, filed for divorce against Den11is sallaz and refused to move out when I 
demanded she do so and she filed a claim to the entire subdivision. 
6. Dennis Sallaz and I testified as to the true 
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ownership, and its property during his divorce trial from Baird. We both testified as to how 
Baird came to live in the house which belonged to Real homes, LLC, and that was not 
a member of the LLC and never was a member and only worked for the LLC as a secretary, 
nor did she have any ownership interests in the real property. The divorce court knew I was 
not a party to the divorce action nor was Real Homes, LLC, or its property. However despite 
knowing this, the court went on to award Baird prope11y interests in the LLC property over 
the objections of Dennis and I and his attorney. Dennis has filed an appeal of the divorce 
decree and judgment and the divorce court's lack ofj urisdiction over me and Real Homes, 
LLC. See Sallaz v. Sallaz, Appeal Ada County Case No. CVDR-2004-01075 filed February 
9, 2012. 
7. Long before the final Judgment in the Sallaz divorce case, Roy Rice had been offering to buy 
the entire subdivision and real estate of Real Homes, LLC, for $450,000.00 plus the 
8. 
assumption of all existing mortgages and debts and any recorded claims. 
Roy kept informing De1mis and I that he was in the process of obtaining a loan for 
months to accept our sale offer. When Real Homes, LLC's real estate went into foreclosure 
and was scheduled for a sale, Roy waited until the last minute and then offered us a greatly 
reduced purchase price. Neither Dennis or I were happy with his offer or tactics, nor were 
we in a position to say no, so we were forced to accept his offer and reduce the price and 
sale terms drastically and he dictated all of the terms including a delay of two years however, 
he refused to pay and started all of these court cases for final payment. 
From the date he first offered to buy the property Dennis' divorce case, Roy knew all 
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three of us would have to file a Quiet Title action to clear Baird's Lis Pendens and claims 
for the property title. Dennis, I and Roy had numerous conversations about this suit over the 
period time we were waiting for him to come up with his purchase money loan when he 
first offered to buy the property. Even the Purchase/Sale Agreement he put together made 
mention that Roy knew about all the encumbrances against the property and he assumed 
them all at his request. He demanded the Agreement be drafted by Sallaz to his terms and 
refused Dennis' request that Runft do it. He forced us into a corner on the price and terms 
and we were forced to sign his agreement at his price or lose the property to a foreclosure 
sale. We had discussed numerous times that all three ofus would have to join forces and file 
the action against Baird to clear her Lis Pendens, and that's what we started and did when 
we hired Runft and Backer and were proceeding until Roy made his deal with Baird and he 
sued Sallaz and me in his attempt to avoid his obligation and pay what he owes pursuant to 
the Purchase/Sale Agreement. 
9. The Real Homes, LLC, purchase Agreement which Dennis Sallaz asked Roy hire John Runft 
to draft was drafted according to Roy's terms by Dennis after Roy refused to pay another 
attorney to do. Roy modified the agreement to meet his terms and conditions, and it 
specifically stated the Buyer would assume all recorded encumbrances against any and all 
real properties owned by Real Homes, LLC, including but not limited to D.L. Evans Bank, 
Perry Harding, CPA, and Canyon County Property Taxes, and that Buyer would specifically 
hold Sellers harmless therefrom. Rice even had Sallaz and I modify and extend the date by 
which he was to pay us for a two year period just so 
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Baird's Lis Pendens and pay against the debts on the property. Rice had his Banker view and 
research the property and said he had obtained his own report and knew on 
the title. For him to say he did not know about Baird's claims now is just pure and simple 
fraud and an outright lie. 
10. Also, after getting into the case, Mr. Runft and Mr. Becker felt it would be best to list both 
Dennis and I as defendants with Ms. Baird so we would have an opportunity on Roy's behalf 
to testify as to how she stole all of the LLC records including our original Operating 
Agreement and forged a new one. Finally, I was very lucky in finding my copy of the 
original Agreement in my storage locker, which was put into Court over all of Baird's 
denials. Also, we were told by Mr. Runtt and Becker that I would not have to file an answer 
or answer any discovery, nor would I have to hire an attorney. This turned out not to be true 
when Mr. Runft and Mr. Becker turned on us and had Roy Rice make a deal with Ms. Baird 
and gave her our property and let her out of the case. They then turned on Dennis and I and 
attempted to say Roy owed nothing for Real Homes, LLC, for any of its assets and property. 
It was at that time I hired an attorney and countersued Roy for his breach of the 
Purchase/Sale Agreement. I am also owed a very large debt against the LLC that Sallaz 
recognized and he agreed to assign his rights and money owed to the LLC to me. 
Further your Affiant sayeth naught. 
Olen Trefren/ Affiai;iV 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss 
of Ada ) 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me thisJ.2 Day of June, 2012. 
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Attorneys for Dennis Sallaz/Sallaz & Gatewood, Chtd., and Sallaz & Gatewood, Chtd., Inc. 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband ) 
and wife, REAL HOMES, LLC. and REAL ) 
PROPERTIES, LLC, and Idaho Limited ) 






DENNIS SALLAZ, GLEN TREFREN, and ) 
TRADSEMAN CONTRACTORS AND ) 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC., and Idaho ) 
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EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband) 
and wife, and REAL PROPERTIES, LLC., ) 
an Idaho limited liability company, ) 
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Case No. CV 09-11855 
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ROY RICE 
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CONSTRUCTION, LLC., an Idaho 
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STATE OF IDAHO ) 
)ss: 
County of ADA ) 
THOMAS HENRY, being first duly sworn upon oath states and represent as follows: 
1. I am an adult over the age of eighteen (18) years of age, I am not a party to this action nor 
do I have a stake in its outcome, and I do base this affidavit upon personal knowledge and 
belief. 
2. I have read the affidavit of Roy Rice in Support of his Objection to Counterdefendant's 
Motion for Summary Judgment, specifically paragraph# 49. 
3. I find it very difficult to believe that this paragraph was written by Roy Rice, as it 
contains numerous statements which are completely untrue and purely fictional. 
4. I did meet with Roy on numerous occasions at his home. We discussed numerous topics 
ranging from his health to his and his wife's Wills. On at least one, if not two or three 
occasions, Roy mentioned the Sumner matter and asked ifl had seen the files in the 
office. I responded that I had run across them but that they were not in the regular active 
case file cabinets but in a file cabinet which contained ,amongst other things, old files and 
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voluminous business client files. 
5. On at least one occasion Roy asked me ifl could either get the files out of the office and 
give them to him, or make copies of the files and give them to him. 
6. I informed Roy that I could not take or copy firm files without the express permission of 
Dennis sallaz and that I would have to ask him. Roy became very upset and began asking 
me what I knew about the case. I informed him that I was vaguely familiar with the name 
of "Sumner", but I knew nothing more than that. Roy was making wild statements 
regarding owning the radio stations and that he had been ripped off. He wanted to point 
out how dangerous it was to cross him and make him lose money. He brought up a 
person we both used to know by the name of Aaron Bernard who had disappeared a 
number of years ago. He stated that Aaron was into him for about $70,000.00 in a gun 
business they were involved in and that Aaron had ripped him off, and that he had a 
couple of bikers take him out to the desert and if you knew where to dig, you could find 
him, and that the same thing could happen to anyone who ripped him off. 
7. I made no response to his statement except to say that I did not believe anyone was trying 
to steal anything from him. I certainly never said that 'Mr. Sallaz planned on utilizing the 
funds he wrongfully obtained as his ""retirement"". 
8. I have known Roy Rice for a good many years and in that time he has never known me to 
have lied to him or to have covered anything up. That is why I do not believe Roy Rice 
wrote the comments in that paragraph, as he knew I knew nothing about the Sumner 
matter or any alleged funds related thereto. 
FURTHER, your affiant sayeth naught. 
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SUBSCRJBED AND SWORN to before me this# Day of June, 2012. 
/o ~;)/-dCJ/0 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY, that on this Day of June, 2012, I caused a true and correct copy of the foregoing AFFIDAVIT to be served upon the following by the following means: 
J. Kahle Becker 
1020 W. Main Street, Suite 400 
Boise, ID 83 702 
[~ted States Mail 
( ] Hand Delivery 
[ ] Facsimile: (208) 343-3246 
Iver Longtieg 
5304 N. Turret Wy. 
Boise, ID 83703 
[ efunited States Mail 
[ ] Hand Delivery 
( ] Facsimile: (208) 424-6972 
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Vernon K. Smith (ISB 1365) 
1900 W. Main Street 
Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 345-1125 
Uv0SJCUHV (208)345-1129 
William A. Fuhrman (ISB 2932) 
Erika P. Judd (ISB 8241) 
JUN 2 2 2012 
CANYON COUNTY C!rERv; TROUT JONES GLEDHILL FUHRMAN GOURLEY, PA 225 N. 9rh Street, Suite 820 
KCANO, 
Post Office Box 1097 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
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Iver J. Longeteig (ISB 1051) 
5304 Turret 
Boise, Idaho 83703 
Telephone: (208) 342-5995 
Facsimile: (208) 424 6972 
Attorneys for Dennis Sallaz/Sallaz & Gatewood, Chtd., Sallaz & Gatewood, Chtd., Inc., Glen Trefren, and Tradesman Contractors and Construction, LLC 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
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) ________ D_e_fi_en_d_an_ts_. ___ ) 
STATE OF IDAHO ) 
)ss: 
County of ADA ) 
DENNIS J. SALLAZ, being first duly sworn does hereby state and attest as follows: 
1. I am a named defendant in the above entitled action and I am over the age of 18 years, 
and do base this affidavit upon my personal knowledge and belief. 
2. I am a duly licensed attorney in the State ofidaho, in good standing with the Idaho State 
Bar since 1965, with an Idaho State Bar Number of 1052. I do not remember ever having 
a Bar reprimand after literally representing thousands of clients during my private legal 
practice which has spanned in excess of 47 years. Attached hereto as Exhibit "l" is a 
copy of my resume and history. 
3. That I have been a personal friend, long time business partner, and I have represented Roy 
Rice many times over the last 30 years. 
4. I make this affidavit in response to and denial of Plaintiffs Motion for Summary 
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Judgment on Breach of Contract Claim on my own personal knowledge and belief. 
all of the basic allegations set forth in Rice's Affidavit that he filed in Support 
Summary Judgment on Breach of Contact Claim filed herein I believe to be absolutely 
outrageous fabrications and lies, fiction, slanderous and reprehensible to which I hereby 
respond to each and every one under oath: 
(1) This is correct; 
(2) This is not true - 90% of Rice's affidavit statements are not based upon his own 
personal knowledge and they are pure fiction and make believe; 
(3) Over 35 years; 
(4) This is not true. We were the best of friends jointly suing my ex-wife, Renee 
Baird, to quiet title on the Real Homes, LLC properties so Rice could continue his 
completion of the subdivision. There was never a breach by the Sellers, as Rice 
had many times been told about the need to bring the suit against Baird to quiet 
title, and had personal knowledge of the issue as can be seen from his presence 
and testimony concerning the status of the property in my divorce action against 
Baird. 
Long before his purchase of this property, Rice told me and testified as 
well under oath in my divorce action that he took his banker at D .L. Evans Bank 
to personally view and inspect the property on at least two occasions and to value 
the land for purposes of a loan, and Rice swore that he had obtained his own Title 
Report that clearly listed both myself and Renee Baird as deeded owners of 15584 
Riverside Rd, and we discussed the need to file a quiet title action to clear Baird's 
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claim. Mr. Rice has even sworn to the divorce court judge that he would not 
rescind he could, because " it was a great business deal and he would 
make a " 
(5) Rice and I were partners in a dozen or more businesses over the 35 years, from 
gold mines to car rentals and sales, limousine fleets, real property, race horses, 
and at one time, he gave me and I held 50% ownership of his pavvn shop. I had 
spent hours and days in the stores as management and help learning the business. 
This went on until one day he told me that he had sold the business and since he 
sold it at a loss and there was no profit, I was to receive nothing. 
The only time and event I was "adverse" to Rice, was in late 2010 to early 
2011, when I politely told him the time was up and that it was time he pay the 
balance of the monies due Mr. Glen Trefren and me for the final payment owed to 
us on his purchase of Real Homes, LLC, in excess of $300,000.00. 
(6) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(7) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(8) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(9) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(10) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(11) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(12) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(13) These photographs appear to have been taken at the same time, and I believe it 
was when we had finished a court hearing in Ada County when the judge ordered 
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Rice not to sell my Cadillac, so after court I drove by his house to make sure it 
was still there. 
I was informed that Michael was facing 2 felony DUI sentences as a result of 
his repeatedly driving on a suspended license in both cases, as a result of his 
employment with Rice as his chauffeur as well as his requirements for his job. I 
was told that he was going to prison and that he had committed suicide. I was 
also told by the police that he had been found by his girlfriend in his garage with 
the gun in his hand. While I have never seen the police or Coroners reports, I 
believe his death was reported to the District Court Judges presiding over his 
cases as a suicide. 
(15) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(16) Approximately 2 years ago I represented Michael Rice on the 2 felony DUI cases, 
and he ran up a bill that he claimed would be paid by his employer, Roy Rice, but 
never was. I had talked to him several times over the years about payment and 
also warned him that I had reports that he was working again for Roy Rice, and 
that he should not be driving, as he owed me over $6000.00 for legal services. I 
also had my collection office attempt to contact him over the years on numerous 
occasions for payment arrangements. 
(17) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(18) During my divorce action against Renee Baird, she "lost" a horse trailer which 
was at her home in Caldwell, along with my Law Firm's computers, records, fi lcs, 
and collection accounts and funds. The day before she "lost" the trailer and firms 
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property, my partner, Scott Gatewood, had made a written demand and gave Baird 
notice was going to file criminal theft charges against her for what she had 
office she return everything by the day after the "loss" of 
all the firms property. 
Thereafter, Renee Baird personally filed an insurance claim that was close 
to $30,000.00 in total for all these "lost" items. I refused to sign any claim 
because I was convinced she had the trailer, until the divorce court judge 
threatened me with contempt ifl did not sign. Coincidentally, the horse trailer 
was discovered some 4 or 5 years later in one of Roy Rice's "potato cellar" 
storage facilities in Melba, Idaho by Rice and Baird. Mr. Rice and Ms. Baird had 
become very close friends. 
(19) I can only imagine based upon the insurance pay off, that the horse trailer and the 
Law Firm's computers, records, files and funds were among Ms. Baird's favorite 
possess10ns. 
(20) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact, and was 
proven by the States dismissal of the case with prejudice. 
(21) This incident occurred shortly after I had demanded Rice's payment of the 
$300,000.00 plus dollars he owed to the Real Homes, LLC purchase price and 
contract balance, and was based upon Rice's and Baird's phony statements to the 
Canyon County Prosecutor who rejected the story and refused to file a complaint. 
It was only after Rice's attorney, Kahle Becker, got involved and contacted his 
friends and prior bosses at the Attorney General's Office that he was able to get 
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the State of Idaho to pursue the case and it was then that a complaint was filed. 
However, afer a lengthy video and audio deposition of Roy and 
further ~u,,"'u".~" by their own investigator, the Attorney General's Office saw 
the"error of their ways" and filed a dismissal of the case "with prejudice" in 
Canyon County, Idaho. I was told that their investigator was fired over this case. 
(22) This paragraph refers to the same "disappearance" as took place with the horse 
trailer and my Law Firm's computers, records, files, and collection accounts and 
funds which Ms. Baird claimed just "disappeared." 
(23) Any stress associated with this case has been caused by Rice's ongoing lies and 
untruths in the attempt to keep possession and control of the Real Homes, LLC 
property, without payment of what is owed on the contract purchase price, which 
with interest is over $300,000.00. 
(24) I am well aware of Rice's respiratory and other health problems and surgeries over 
the years, and in October of 2006, he had been receiving continual treatment and 
ended up bed ridden, and his doctor said they could do nothing else for him, and 
he was terminal and they sent him home with an open pain prescription. When he 
got home he called me and had me come right over. I met with him and his wife 
and he told me what his doctors had said. I tried to convince him to get a second 
opinion and to go out of state to one of the best clinic's in the country. He said he 
was not interested in trying any further and was giving up. I argued with him and 
finally got him to agree to give me his medical releases, and his permission to do 
some medical research looking for help. 
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Thereafter, over the next several weeks I was able to obtain his medical 
records and ex-rays and contacted a dozen or more clinics, doctors, and hospitals 
who take in his condition. I finally found what I think to be the best 
lung clinic in the country located in Denver, Colorado. I spent several days 
talking with the Denver clinic and sent Roy's records to them and begged them to 
treat him. After several more weeks and calls I received a response from their 
admission's office that they would accept Roy as a patient, but I was told it would 
be at least a month or more before they would have a room for him. See Exhibit 
"2" attached hereto. I accepted the earliest date they had and talked to Roy and he 
finally agreed to go only if I went with him and stayed until his treatment was 
over. I spoke with my partners and office staff and we arranged my calendar and 
court appearance, and about two months later I flew Rice to Denver. By this time 
Roy could no longer walk or even stand up on his own and his pain he described 
as unbearable. I was not sure he could even make it to Denver but he suffered 
through and we made it to the hospital and got him immediately in and started on 
intense treatment and care by at least 6 or 7 doctors with their own specialties. 
After the second day of treatment they actually got Roy standing, walking, talking, 
and eating, and got his pain under control. I was with him through every 
treatment until his release some 4 or 5 days later when we met with the case 
doctor and took his release report back to Boise to deliver to his new doctor. 
(25) I personally met and spoke to Roy's new doctor many times over the next few 
years. Roy's insisted I keep his medical releases and he then asked me to also be 
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the executor of his estate. 
\Ve continued to be close friends until I asked him to pay $300,000.00 
contract balance due on the Homes, LLC purchase. 
(26) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(27) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(28) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(29) The "exigent circumstances" he refers to, is that for several years before the 
"foreclosure" Roy wanted to buy the subdivision and real properties while he was 
helping me through and testifying in my divorce case, and I quoted him our 
minimum appraisal value to $450,000.00 plus payments to the mortgages he knew 
were on the property. He kept telling me he would get our mutual banker and 
manager ofD.L. Evans and our mutual banker, Jim Rennell, to arrange financing, 
and he asked me to give him all the records and appraisals the bank needed, and 
that he then offered to buy the whole package at our offered price, of $450,000.00 
plus assumption of the mortgages. Over the next several months, Roy kept telling 
me the bank approved the loan and he confirmed that he had received and read the 
title report from the bank and we discussed the lot with both Baird's and my name 
on it, and we again discussed the necessity of filing our quiet title action as soon 
as possible to clear title. 
Thereafter, the property had gone into foreclosure by Saxton Farms, and I 
kept pressing him to close our sale before the foreclosure sale date, and we had 
agreed, with Glen Trefren's consent to use John Runft, my attorney, to proceed 
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with the case. 
As we got closer to the foreclosure sale with no closing, it became 
apparent to Trefren and me that was actually stalling to get us up to 
the foreclosure sale date, so he could offer us the reduced price. Due to the stall 
and delay, Glen Trefren and I accepted his reduced offer of $250,000.00, plus all 
mortgages and liens against the property. I wanted Roy to contact John Runft, our 
now joint attorney, to draft the closing documents, to which Roy just laughed and 
said "I am not going to pay an attorney, I want you to do it." Because we were 
about one day before the foreclosure sale, I agreed to write up exactly what Roy 
wanted. After I had done so, Roy then gave me a D.L. Evan Bank Certified check 
in the exact amount of the foreclosure, and I then hand delivered it to the 
foreclosure attorney in Nampa to stop the sale. 
(30) After the purchase and Rice had taken over the properties and rentals, he sent 
several people to both Glen Trefren and me for information, help and advice for 
the completion of the subdivision, as well as the house and 3 lots in Nampa City 
to complete the zoning. Rice had always been personally aware of Baird's false 
ownership claim:5 and the no jurisdiction errors by the divorce court, and the fact 
that we had to proceed with the case against Baird. He knew the court had no 
jurisdiction relating to Real Homes, LLC or Glen Trefren. 
Baird's divorce attorney, Ms. Eismann was also well aware of the court's 
lack of jurisdiction over Trefren or the LLC, and she tried to cure that by filing 
Motions to join them in the case which the judge denied. 
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(31) Rice and I talked many times about what was happening during my 7 or 8 year 
divorce case and the judge's delay and amendments. The case began in 2004, and 
the final judgment and decree was not entered until January 3, 2012, which is now 
under appeal. See Exhibit "3" attached hereto. 
Furthermore, Rice's claim to have spent "thousands of dollars in real 
estate improvements" is just another one of his horrendous lies. I have personally 
driven by the property on many, occasions, and I have not seen any improvements 
on the premises at all, and I would encourage the court at the time of trial, to drive 
by the Canyon County property at 15584 Riverside Dr. and see that not one thing 
has changed since Trefren and I finished that first house in 2003. Likewise, the 
Court could look at the other rental house and two empty lots in Nampa, Idaho at 
714 Smith, which has also not been touched or been kept liveable. 
(32) I have personally "taken" nothing from Vista Pawn. Rice had always given me 
and my family everything he could as "trade outs" in his efforts to pay me token 
amounts towards my legal services. He testified under oath in my divorce case, 
and that he never expected any payment for the approximately $40,000.00 in 
items he stated he had given to Ms. Baird and her daughter, and they were "trade 
outs". 
Furthermore, I produced over 4 boxes of separate files on legal 
actions/services I performed for Rice and/or his friends over the 35 years which 
totaled over $300,000.00 that I have not been compensated, and have countersued 
for that debt in the Ada County case. I have delivered 4 full boxes of these files 
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for Rice and Becker to confirm in discovery. 
(33) I have no idea what "judgment" in my divorce case Rice refers to in this 
I was still Rice's best and only friend and attorney up to 2011, 
when he abandoned our friendship for greed in his attempt to create enough 
smoke to some how avoid paying his contract debt of $300,000.00 plus. 
(34) Again, I have no idea what "judgment" Rice is referring to. All the way through 
my divorce case I frequently discussed with Rice as my friend, all the issues and 
errors I believed the court was making throughout my case which are now the 
subject of my appeal, and I certainly was not furnishing him any attorney-client 
relationship by doing so. 
(35) So far up to this point, as far as I believe and can tell, attorney Kahle Becker 
continues to encourage Rice to make up and create false situations that are not 
only deliberate lies and untruths, but completely ridiculous and without any basis 
in fact. Attorney Kahle Becker was the "co-attorney" with John Runft in his 
office when they agreed to take this Baird quiet title action for myself, Roy and 
Glen Trefren. Becker was directly hired to represent us, and bring the quiet title 
action against Baird. 
It was I, who after many conversations with Rice about the necessary quiet 
title action, recommended that we engage my attorney, John Runft, to represent all 
three of us in the Real Homes, LLC property sale and purchase and quiet title 
action. Rice originally wanted me to file the case but I explained to Rice that I 
could not be the attorney and also testify in our case, as I intended to be one of the 
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plaintiff's in the case. 
Rice then agreed to John Runft joint attorney with his co-
Rice told and I John Runft also 
a great amount of money that had never been paid back, and Rice believed he 
could make Runft work off the loan an1ount which he stated was in excess of 
$120,000.00. See Exhibit "4" attached hereto. 
After Runft and Becker took our case, I called Runft and had several 
him 
meetings with him with all my divorce case records and documents, the Real 
Homes, LLC sale/purchase records, and discussed with him the divorce court's 
lack of jurisdiction issues over both Real Homes, LLC and Glen Trefren, and the 
need for him to represent all of us in a quiet title action against Baird. 
Runft and Becker then met with Rice, Trefren and me several additional 
times for records, and research, and they agreed to take the case for our mutual 
benefit as plaintiffs. After I had supplied many more documents, research and 
witness names, Runft and his co-counsel, Kahle Becker, were ready to file suit 
against Baird. 
At another group meeting, Runft and Becker came up with a new strategy 
which "they believed would move the case faster through the court for Summary 
Judgment", by naming Trefren and I as joint defendant's with Baird so we could 
testify against her on Rice's behalf, and after they explained that we would not 
need to do any research or pleadings and that we would not need separate 
attorneys unless they called us and asked us to have attorneys make an appearance 
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if needed, "just to keep the appearances of a continuing dispute" for the court. 
Runft convinced all of us that we should take his counsel to shorten the 
case and we all then 
numerous occasions wherein I supplied additional information and documentation 
for close to a year after the case had been filed. I continued with numerous 
telephone calls and Emails "with my attorneys" to keep in contact with Runft and 
Becker every step of the way and I was repeatedly assured that everything was 
going very well, and Runft indicated he was preparing a Motion for Summary 
Judgment which he was confident would resolve the case. Runft and Becker at 
one point asked Glen Trefren to get an attorney to file a notice of appearance and 
answer, and almost a year after the case had been filed, Runft and Becker then 
asked me just to have an attorney make an appearance for me. Prior to that they 
had just asked me to file an acceptance of service, but then explained that they 
might need to have us file affidavits in support Summary Judgment. 
Thereafter, without notice or prior warning of any kind, Runft called me 
on or about 9-24-2010, and told me that Rice had gone behind his back and was 
trying to "make a deal" with Baird "without his knowledge" and that he would not 
be involved and was "very sorry" as it was a complete surprise to him and it was a 
"terrible stab in the back for all of us" by Rice. Runft informed me that both he 
and Becker would be withdrawing immediately from the case as "they had a clear 
and serious conflict of interest." 
I was totally shocked and kept asking for more details about what was 
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happening, but I was unable to get any further information. 
(36) I had been constant daily contact with either Runft or Becker, 
on case and mutual issues I, and Rice had, 
both as a close friend and supporter, but also as an interested party. There was 
never any attorney-client issues in this case between Rice and me. 
The divorce court record confirmed that Glen Trefren bought the Riverside 
Property and transferred it to Real Homes, LLC, as his capital contribution and 
50% member share of Real Homes, LLC , and that Real Homes, LLC owned Lot 
B in the subdivision and built the house on it and that a loan was needed to 
complete the construction. The bank required the property be transferred to me to 
get a loan to finish the house begun by Real Homes, LLC. 
Baird, Trefren and I agreed that I would hold the deed in trust for Real 
Homes, LLC, and I would then re-deed the property to Real Homes, LLC after the 
loan closing and resale of the house. The loan was obtained by me and the money 
was used to complete the house at Riverside, and the property was then agreed to 
be transferred back into Real Homes, LLC, which Baird refused to do. 
(37) Correct - no violation ever occurred. 
(3 8) This is not true. This was never discussed and because it never happened. 
(39) This is not true. The statute of limitations was never an issue until I demanded 
payment from Rice for the Real Homes, LLC contact debt he owed. The Motor 
Home debt was paid in full and that was confirmed by both Rice and Baird in my 
divorce case. 
AFFIDAVIT OF DE1'1NIS SALLAZ IN OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON BREACH OF CONTRACT CLAIM 15 
( 40) This is not true. The bill of sale and 2 promissory notes were forms signed by me 
in anticipation of 2 loans Rice had promised to make, but fact he never 
came money. both agreed to tear original signed 
and I can only assume that Rice made copies before we tore up the originals. As 
stated in (39), the Motor Home debt had been paid in full years ago. 
( 41) I was always in constant contact with Rice on all issues as a friend, supporter and 
interested party all the way through the Canyon County case with Runft and 
Becker representing both of us for over a year, until Rice engaged his double-
cross in his effort to avoid his payment under the Real Homes, LLC purchase 
agreement. 
(42) See response to (41). 
( 43) During the course of the mutual Caldwell case, one of the requests that I got from 
our attorneys, John Runft and Becker, was that Rice wanted me get the water shut 
off to the Riverside property because Rice wanted the tenant to be forced out. 
They also asked me to go to the Canyon County Building Department to see if 
they would inspect the construction on the house to see if they could get it 
condemned. 
Runft and Becker also asked me to go to the Fire Department and try to 
obtain an order of non habitability and for agency closure for not being inside the 
fire district. Runft himself was working with the Canyon County Zoning 
Department and Prosecutor's Office. I researched and reviewed all the Building 
Pennits and all the records I had I sent to Runft and Becker for them to review 
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also. 
( 44) I was never near the Riverside and had no idea anyone was there. Only 
Rice would was living rental that they 
were trying so desperately to throw out. 
( 45) This allegation is completely untrue. Rice's only belief was that he was 
desperately trying to figure out other ways to try and cloud and avoid his payment 
obligations on the Real home, LLC purchase and tum my ex-attorney Becker lose 
to create any and all lies and fairy tales possible to avoid his debt, and based upon 
on the thousands of Complaints, motions and efforts he has put in to this point, I 
would estimate he has milked Rice for $100,000.00 to $200,000.00 already. 
( 46) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. 
(47) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact. I was having 
lunch with Rice one day when Mr. Sumner came by the table. I introduced Rice 
to Sumner and when Rice discovered Sumner had a Hispanic radio station, he 
wanted to advertise his Vista Pawn in Spanish and all over the valley. The two 
talked and made some appointments with one another to speak further. I was 
never involved in their discussions and don't recall any paperwork concerning the 
advertising or radio stations. 
During the three plus years of the Sawtooth Energy Reserves v. Northwest 
Broadcasting (Sumner) litigation, John Runft was my personal and my law firms 
attorney. As a result of that litigation, John was successful in obtaining a 
favorable Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law from Judge Burdick, now the 
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Chief Justice of the Idaho Supreme Court, after a personal and private review in 
chambers of all my law fim1s legal fees, billings and records, Judge Burdick 
the grand total of my attorney due and owing, and 
them to be "first in line" for payment, which were eventually paid to my law firm. 
At no time during this 3 year litigation which included multiple parties and 
attorneys identifying every asset and debt Sumner had, did Rices' name ever come 
up, nor was he shown to be involved in any way. Rice has made spurious 
allegations and claims of huge loans and stations he owned, but at no time during 
the Canyon County case or in the Ada County case has he produced any discovery 
or documentation, receipt, or proof of payment or ownership of any kind that he 
was owed anything by Sumner or that he owned any radio stations of any kind 
anywhere. 
( 48) See my response to ( 4 7) above. It is also important to note that after Rice served 
me with notice of his absurd claim to monies and amounts due from the Sumner 
litigation, which was no where included in Judge Burdick' s findings and rulings 
concerning the validity and priority of my firms legal fees, I contacted Mr. 
Sumner and read to him Rice's claims and allegations concerning the huge 
amounts of money he was owed and his ownership of the radio stations. Mr. 
Sumner was more than a little shocked and asked if Mr. Rice had suffered a 
mental breakdown. Sumner adamantly denied any and all of Rice's claims and 
did confirm that about 9 or 10 years ago, he agreed to advertise Rice's Vista Pawn 
Shops over a several month period, and that their agreement involved mostly trade 
AFFIDAVIT OF DENNIS SALLAZ IN OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON BREACH OF CONTRACT CLAIM - 18 
out and payment, and when that was over he had no more dealings with Rice. 
Sumner did remember several months later about 
getting radio 
with him of any kind, and had not seen or spoken to him since that date. 
( 49) This is absolute nonsense and an incredible lie with no basis in fact, and Henry 
stated he intended to file his own affidavit with the court. 
The only issues that Thomas Henry (who works for me) and I have in 
common related to Rice is the fact that Roy Rice tried to pay Thomas Henry 
search my Sumner files in my office and delivery them to him, which Thomas 
refused to do which upset Rice who began making threats. Also, Roy Rice in 
threats describing the dangers of "screwing" with him and his money, bragged 
about how he had two bikers take Aaron Bernard out to the desert where "he 
could be found if you knew the right place to dig", after Aaron had ripped Roy 
off for about $70,000.00 in capitol investment money. When Henry gave me this 
information I confirmed that Rice had also bragged to me in his house, with his 
wife present, the exact same story, and he was real proud of himself and looked 
over at his wife who never made a sound. 
I was extremely shocked about his statements and attitude and Rice made 
no comments or asked any questions. Later on I remembered a case from about 20 
or so years ago where Rice had retained me to represent a local motorcycle gang 
member in a parole matter who had been convicted of 1st degree murder with a 
shotgun. Roy described this fellow as being "just like a son" to him. I spent a lot 
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of time at the maximum security institution with him and after close to 2 years I 
got him paroled to Rice's care who put him to work in his pawn shop. This 
parolee referred to h" as .. 1s father. Some time later he 
violated and was sent back to prison for awhile but I later found out had been 
released. I developed some serious concerns over my and Henry's safety after the 
statements and threats Rice had made. 
I still have this parole file and ask the Court to allow me to file these 
parole documents in Chambers with the Court and that it be read and sealed for 
our protection. 
For further evidence of my client status with Runft and Becker, I would 
ask the Court to refer back to my motion to disqualify Becker and my supporting 
affidavit which clearly lays out the horrendous conflicts of interest and ethical 
violations of attorney client relationships. 
When Runft first told me of the major ethical conflict that he and Becker 
had and that they both were going to immediately withdraw, I sent him messages 
and letters after they had not withdrawn and then Runft finally withdrew, but 
before he did, I discovered he was the one who personally prepared all the Baird 
Settlement documents which confirmed Rice's betrayal and unilateral agreement 
with Baird, and Runft' s direct involvement and knowledge of that deal. See 
Exhibit "5" attached hereto. 
Furthermore, after Runft did withdraw he kept chumming me along for 
almost two months claiming he was going to order his co-counsel, Kahle Becker 
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to also withdraw. When I finally sent Runft a copy of my motion to disqualify 
Becker he asked me not to it because he was drafting a stipulation for Becker 
to at that stalled days, refusing to answer 
my telephone calls. When I did finally reach him he said he was very sorry bu 
Becker refused to withdraw because he made a new arrangement to represent Rice 
who was going to pay him cash, to continue the action against me so he (Rice: 
could keep all the property and "not have to pay for it". 
When I objected very strongly about the double cross and violations, Runft 
said he agreed with me but Becker refused his efforts and would not withdraw 
based upon his new agreement with Rice, and that he would deny any conflict 
ever existed, and that he would not withdraw until a court told him to do so. 
Thereafter, I have had no contact with Runft, and it took awhile for me to 
realize Runft had thrown me under the bus and thrown away a 40 year friendship 
just for greed. 
Several months later in a chance meeting in a coffee shop with my 
attorney, Runft bragged about getting Rice paid back before he withdrew, and I 
finally accepted the entire scam and realization of his treachery which so far has 
cost me two years plus of stress and strain and thousands of dollars in attorney 
fees as a result of Becker's almost daily filings of buckets of paperwork for the 
cash that he milks from Rice everyday. 
(50) Wilbur Fifer was a very good friend of mine who ovmed 3 automobile salvage 
yards in California who also had several contract with insurance companies to buy 
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their damaged/totaled vehicles. Wilbur and his son had a large body shop where 
they would rebuild many of the vehicles and resell them. Wilbur and I put 
together and were partners a company called R&R with me as 
the single shareholder. See Exhibit "6" attached hereto. Wilbur would buy and 
repair the cars and send them to Boise for resale. When Rice heard about our 
business he wanted in so we agreed to expand to include vehicle rentals while we 
had them for sale as well, and we began limousine rentals also. We all continued 
in business for several years with Rice holding the vehicles at Vista Pawn with a 
sales manager we hired. All went well until one day Rice called me and said he 
had made a real good deal and had sold all of the cars he could get title to and that 
the profits would be split amongst the three of us as soon as he could put the 
number together. As was so often the case with Rice, he never got the "number" 
straight and he was the only one who ever saw any of the money. Wilbur then 
took possession of all the remaining vehicles he had title to, and I stepped out and 
gave Wilbur R&R and everything that was left and he continued with his 
operations. While I was associated with R&R, Rice never had any ownership 
interest. When he stated the name had been changed , I confirmed that Roy's 
employee, Michael Rice and my ex-wife, Renee Baird had changed the name. 
Prior to discovering this, I was unaware it had been done and I do not know why it 
was done. I had transferred all the stock to Wilbur Fifer but I do not know what 
happened to that either. 
FUR TEER your affiant sayeth naught. 
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J. Longeteig (ISB 1051) 
Turrett 
83703 
\t"Hii.Jc'.Utl jjblc'.bj P. UUc'./UU':l 
•YfJL-L·~~-• (208) J--r;.,-._;;; 
(208) 424-6972 CANYON COUNTY 
CRAWFORD, DEPUTY William A. Fuhrman (JSB 2932) 
Eril<a P. Judd (ISB 8241) 
TROTJT JONES GLEDHILL FUHRMAN+ GOURLEY, P.A. 225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
Post Office Box 1097 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone: 208-331-1170 
Facsimile: 208-331-1529 
Vernon K. Smith (ISB 1365) 
1900 W. Main Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
Telephone: (208) 345-1125 
Facsimile: (208) 345-1129 
Attorneys for Defendant Dennis Sallaz 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICJAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband and wife, REAL HOMES; L.L.C. and REAL PROPERTIES, L.L.C., an Idaho limited liability company, 
Plaintiffs, vs. 
DENNIS SALLAZ, GLENN TREFREN, and TRADESMAN CONTRACTORS AND CONSTRUCTION, L.L.C., an Idaho limited liability company, 
Defendants. 
) Case No. CV 09- 11855 ) 
) SUPPLEMENTAL 








) ---------------) IN THE ALTERNATIVE ) 
) EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband ) and wife, and REAL PROPERTJES, LLC, ) ---------,---~~~ SUPPLE!vffi'ITAL AFFIDAVIT OF VERNON K. SMITH IN OPPOsmoN OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR SUMM..'L1<.Y JUDGME:l'li' ON BREACH OF CON1RACT CLAIM - 1 
__ =-'" .... vtL-\IUL/ !J,:JJ jdllaz & Gatewood. PLLC. 
an Idaho limited liability company, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 















) ----------~---,-----), STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 
County of Ada ) 
(FAX)208 3361263 
Vernon K. Smith, being duly sworn upon oath, deposes and says: 
P. 003/009 
l. I am at least eighteen (18) years of age competent to submit documentation regarding 
the matters set forth herein. 
2. I am the attorney representing Defendant, Dennis J. Sallaz in the above entitled 
matter, and I make this affidavit based upon my personal knowledge of the 
documentation contained herein. 
3. Attached hereto as Exhibit J, and fully incorporated herein by this reference, is a true 
and correct copy of the Quitclaim Deed, dated February 10, 2004, recorded in the 
Canyon County Recorder's Office, in Caldwell, Idaho on February 11, 2004, at the 
request of Renee Baird-Sallaz, thereupon receiving official Instrument No. 
200407845, and becoming a "claim. of interest'', pursuant to said recording, by Renee 
Baird in and to the real property assets that theretofore were owned by Real Homes, 
LLC. As the Quitclaim Deed confirms, Ms. Baird-Sallaz, in her alleged capacity as 
''President" of Real Homes, LLC, an Idaho Limited Liability Company, did convey, 
release and quit claim asset of Real LLC, as described in the attached SUPPLEi\fBWTAL AFFIDAVIT OF VERNON K SMITH IN O"PPOSITION OFPLAJJ\1Tfr"FS' MOTION FOR 
SU"fv1MA.RY JUDGMENT ON BREACH OF CONTRACT CLAIM· 2 




interest" of Ms. Baird in Real Homes Property, dating back to February 11, 2004, and 
by virtue of such recording, would have been of Record in Canyon County, and 
identified in any title search or title report that was obtained by D.L. Evans 
4. Ba.i"1.k, at the instance and request of Eugene "Roy;; Rice concerning the Purchase 
Agreement relating to the sa1 
being sold being sold i that conveyance to Real Properties, C, as executed on 
January 6, 2006. 
') !l.c SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this :d_ da of July, 2012. 
'u i~k ~~-=cc-, Notary Public :f6j\oallo 
Residing at: E~;' Idaho · My Commission.Expires: 6/3/2014 
Sl1PPL1~MEi',ffAL AFFIDA VJT OF VERNON K. SMITH IN OPPOSIDON OF PLAfNTll"FS' MOTION FOR 
SUT\111,1ARY JODG.MENT ON BREACH OF CONTRACT CLAIM - 3 
Ja11ctz & uatewood. PLLC. (FRX)208 33&1263 P 005/009 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on thls:jMl' day of July. 2012, a true and correct copy of the above and foregoing document was forwarded by the method indicated and to the following: 
Canyon County Clerk of the Court [ ] U.S. Mail 1115 Albany 
[ ] Hand-delivered Caldwell, ID 83605 [t,1 Facsimile 454-7525 
J. Kahle Becker [ ] U.S. Mail Attorney at Law r ] Hand-delivered 1020 W. Main St., Ste. 400 [y{ Facsimile 343-3246 Boise, ID 83702 
Iver J. Longeteig [ ] U.S. Mail Attorney a.t La.w [ ] Hand-delivered 5304 Turrett [v( Facsimile 424-6972 Boise, ID 83703 [ ] E-Mail 
William A. Fuhram 
Attorney ;:it Law 
Hand-delivere P.O. Box 1097 
Facsimile 331-1529 Boise, ID 83701 
E-Mail 
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REAL HOMES, LLC, an Idaho_Lh;nited Liabilit)'. QQm12wi:v 
r'1 Does hereby convey, release, rernise and forever quit claim ;:,;, 
unto: Renee L, Baird - Sallaz and and Dennis J. Sallaz, husband & wife 
whose address is: l 000 S. Roosevelt St. 
P.O. Box 8956 
Boise, ID 83707 
the following described premises, to-wit: 
See attached Exhibit""A" 
together with their appurtenances. 
Dated: 
STATE OF IDAHO, ) 
/}_/. ) COUNTY OF J,U..,~-~) 
President 

















On this J;IJ day of .J~ 2004 before me, ll IU)t:uy public in and for said State, personally appeared: ----7 
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Exhibit '"A"' 
PllCEL lB 
A portion of the Soutl:ntest Quarter of the No;rtheaat Quarter of Section 17, TOw.D.ship 3 North, Range 3 West of the Boise Me~idJ.a:.n, .J'f,,.,,"UY'..,, CoWlty,, Idaho and is :mo::r:e pax-ti.cularly det.tcribed as followa; 
COMMENCING at the North.west corner of said Southwest Quarter of the Northeast Quarto~; thence 
South 0° 35' 14"' West along the South botu;1.daey of said Southwest Quarter of the Nor~st Qua:z:ter a distance of 745.15 :f;aat; thence 
North 89° 45' s1• East para1le1 1fith the North boundary of the Northeast Quarter of said Section 17 a distance of 289.00 feet to the 'nltm POJ:N"l' OF BEGrmcrNG1 the.nde continui.ttg North 89" 45" 51" Kast parallel with sai.d North boundary a diatl!lnce of 449.95 feet to a point on the centerline of Che Burris canal; thence 
South 45e 39' 49w West along said center1il:J.e a distance of 258.62 ~eet; thence leaving said centerline end bea.%;;1.ng South 89~ 4S• 51.A West parallel with the North bounchu:y of said ~ortheaat Quarter a distance of 266.82 feet; thence North 0" 3S' 14" Ea.st parallel with the West boundary of said Southwest Quarter of the Northeast Quarter a distanee of 180.00 ~eet to the TRUE PO:t:NT OF SSGINNING. 
TOGETBER WITH the use of an ingressweQ'X'eaa .;:u:id utility easement more particularly described as £ol1ows: 
COMMENCmG at thf/5 Northwest· corner of said Southwest Quarter of the Northeast Qu.arter: thenee · South o• 35' 14" West a.long the West boundary of said Soutlu,est Quarter of the N'ortheaat Quarter a. diatanc:a of 745.15 feet; t.he:cu:e North 89"' 45' 51" East parallel with the North bo~d.ary of said Northeast Qua.rter a distance of 40.00 feet.; the.tu::e South O" 35' 14" West parallel with the West boun~ of ea.id southwest. Quw:ter of tho Northeast Quarter a distance of 150.00 feet to the "l'RUE POINT Ol1' BEGnm:tNG1 thence North 89" 45' s1 • East pa:ral.l.~l. with the No:r:th bou:nda:cy of said Northeast Quarter a distance 0£ 60.00 feet; thehde South O" 35 .. 14" West parallel. with the West bo1mdaxy of said southwest Quaxter of the Northeast· Q,:uu;"ter a distance of 15. 00 .feet; thence 
North 89 .. 45-' s1• Bast parall.e1 with the No:rth bo\UJQa;r;y of said Northeast Quarte~ a distance ot 189.00 £eat; thence North o• 35' 14• Ea.at pa:ra1lel with the West boundary of. said Southwest Quarter of tha North.east Quarter a di.stance of 45. 00 feat; thence 
(continued} 
P. 007 /009 
North B9" 4S' 51111 East parallel with the Nort:h boundary of !laid ..,, __ ,.,._ a distance o:f 30 .00 feet; thence south O" 35' 14n1 ·weat pa;:all.el. with the Wcilt bou:c.dary of 8.tld sout:l:twest of the Northeast Quartor a d.ist.u:ice of 45. 00 thence 
North 89" 4S' Sl"' ~t par.a.l1el. with the North bo1mdary of said Northeast Quarter a distance of 45 .. 00 feet; thence South o• 35' 14" West parallel. vith the West ~ of said Southwest Qwu:ter of the North.ea.at Quarter a d::lat:ance of 30 00 feet; tl:umce 
South 89" 4S' 51" West parallel. with tho North bol.ll1dary of said Northeast Quarter a distance of 264.00 feet; thexice South O" 35" 14• West parallel witb the West boundary of said S'outlnrest Quarter of th~ Northeast Quarter a dist.mice of 15.00 feet; thence 
South 89" 45' 51 11 West pa.rall"l. with the Nortlt baw::l.da:ry of said Northeast Qwu;ter a di~tance of 60.00 feet; theuc:e North 0° 35 .. 14"' B'aat parallel. with tba West bound41:y of aaid Southwest Quarter c;if the Nort:hea.st Quarter a distance of 60. 00 feet to the '!'RUB POINT OP BBGnmnrG. 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
OF THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
EUGENE RJCE and JANET RICE, husband 
and wife, REAL HOMES, L.L.C. and REAL 




RENEE BAIRD, DENNIS SALLAZ, GLENN 
TR.EFREN, and TRADESMAN 
CONTRACTORS AND CONSTRUCTION, 
ILC., an ldaho Limited Liability Company, 
Defendants. 
IN THE ALTERNATIVE 
EUGENE RICE and JANET RICE, husband 
and wife, and REAL PROPERTIES, LLC, an 
Idaho limited liability company, 
Plaintiffs, 
V. 
RENEE BAIRD, DENNIS SALLAZ, GLENN TR.EFREN, and TRADESMAN 
CONTRACTORS AND CONSTRUCTION, 
[LC., an Idaho Li1nitcd Liability Company, 
Defendants. 
CASE NO. CV 09-11855 
DEFENDANTS GI,ENN TREFREN 
and TRADESMAN CONTRACTORS 
and CONSTRUCTION'S 
AMENDED 
ANSWER WITH COUNTERCLAIM 
I II I/ Ill/ I !!I Ill\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ 
- l 
COMES NOW, GLENN TREFREN and TRADESMAN CONTRACTORS and 
CONSTRUCTION, LLC, co-defendants named above, by and through Jared B. of 
do make answer to plaintiff's complaint and alternative 
complaint and counterclaim against plaintiff as follows: 
1. Each and every allegation contained in plaintiffs complaint not specifically admitted 
herein is denied. 
2. Paragraphs I through 13 arc admitted. 
3. In ansvvering paragraph 14, defendants adn1it everything except that l~xhibit "C" is a true 
and con-ect copy of the Operating Agreement. 
4. Paragraphs 15 through 19 are admitted. 
5. In answering paragraph 20, defendants admit everything except that the loan money was 
to be used for the benefit of the 15584 Riverside Rd. Property, but maintain that said loan 
money was to be used to complete construction on other adjacent Lots owned by Real 
Hornes, LLC. 
6. Paragraph 21 is denied in that said loan money was to be used to complete construction 
on other adjacent Lots owned by Real Homes, LLC. 
7. Paragraphs 22 through 25 are admitted. 
8. Paragraph 26 is denied. Plaintiff at all times was fully aware of defendant Baird's 
ownership claims and the contents of the Sallaz Divorce Exhibit "E", and was provided a 
copy of said Exhibit "E". 
9. Paragraphs 27 and 28 arc admined. 
l 0. 29 is denied. Plaintiff was made aware that no reconvcyance was completed. 
s Exhibit "f". 
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31 is denied. Plaintiff was at all times made aware of the content of Plain ti s 
was a copy thereof. 
Paragraphs 32 through 34 arc admitted. 
Paragraph 35 is denied. See answer to paragraph 31 above. 
Paragraphs 36, 37 and 38 arc admitted. 
Paragraph 3 9 is denied. 
Paragraphs 40 through 46 are admitted. 
Paragraphs 47 through 61 are admitted. 
Paragraphs 62 through 67 are denied. 
Paragraphs 68 through 73 are admitted. 
Paragraphs 7 4 and 79 are denied. 
Paragraph 81 and 82 are denied. 
Paragraphs 83 through 89 are admitted. -
Paragraphs 90 through 95 arc denied. 
AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 
AS A FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that the Complaint does not 
state facts sufficient to constitute any cause of action against this defendant. 
AS A SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that plaintiff has failed to 
perform all of the conditions, covenants and promises required by it to be performed in 
accordance with the terms and conditions of the written contract. 
A THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that the allegations of the 
Complaint are barred by the equitable doctrines of cstoppel, waiver and unclean hands. 
AM 
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AS A FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that the Complaint, 
cause of action thereo( is barred by a failure and/or lack of consideration, plaintiff 
cannot state a cause of thereunder. 
AS A FrFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that plaintiff bas failed to 
mitigate its damages, if any, and accordingly is not entitled to the relief sought in the Complaint. 
AS A SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that Plaintiff did not 
reasonably rely on any representations made by this answering defendant. 
AS A SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that the Complaint, and 
each cause of action thereof, is barred and no cause of action is stated because of mutual and or 
unilateral mistake of the parties in entering into the contract, if any, described in the Complaint. 
AS AN EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that the plaintiff has by 
its own acts, conduct and omissions, waived whatever rights it may have had based on the 
allegations of the Complaint against this answering defendant. 
AS A NINTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant hereby asserts the affirmative 
defense that to some of plaintiff's allegations, including but not limited to paragraphs 74 and 75, 
the statute of limitations has run and thus recovery is barred. 
AS A TENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that it has met its duty of 
good faith and fair dealing. 
AS AN ELEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that it has has fully 
performed all of the conditions and covenants required to be performed by it unless and until 
prevented from doing so by plaintiff. 
A AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that it has fully 
performed all of conditions and covenants required to performed by it unless excused from 
AMl D 
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doing so because of the misrepresentations, breach of contract, and failure to perform according 
to the contract of the plaintiff. 
A 
DEFENSE, defendant aileges that the Complaint, 
and each cause of action thereof, is barred by the doctrine of bad faith. 
AS A FOUR AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that the Complaint, 
and each cause of action therco( is barred in that the answering defendant's execution of the 
contract, if any, was procured by unlawful and illegal acts including fraud, intentional 
misrepresentation and/or negligent misrepresentation. 
AS A FIFTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that the contract was 
subject to a novation. 
AS A SIXTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that it is entitled to 
rescission of the contract because of plaintiff's misrepresentation, breach of contract, and failure 
to perform according to the terms of the contract. 
AS A SEVENTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that the person 
who executed the contract on its behalflacked the authority to bind the defendant thereto. 
AS AN EIGHTEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that the plaintiff 
is barred from recovering anything by way of the Complaint because of the principal of payment. 
AS A NINETEENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, defendant alleges that the plaintiff is 
barred from recovering anything by way of the Complaint because of breach of warranty. 
AS A TWENTIETH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE, Defendant assert the defense of in 






matter, Defendants Glenn Trefrcn and Tradesman 
Contractors & Construction, LLC. hereby incorporate Paragraphs 1 through l O of 
Plaintiff's Complaint and Alternative Complaint, a copy of which is attached hereto and 
incorporated herein by reference. 
JURISDICTION AND VENUE 
97. As to issues of Jurisdiction and proper Venue, Defendants Glenn Trefren and Tradesman 
Contractors and Construction, LLC. hereby incorporate Paragraphs 11, 12, and 13 of 
Plaintiffs Complaint and Alternative Complaint, a copy of which is attached hereto and 
incorporated herein by reference. 
GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 
98. Defendants Glenn Trefren and Tradesman Contractors and Construction, LLC hereby 
incorporate the General Allegation Paragraphs 14 through 95 of Plaintiff's Complaint ::md 
Altcrnati ve Complaint, a copy of which is attached hereto and inco11Joratcd herein by 
reference, and hereby incorporate and each admission and denial to said paragraphs as 
stated above. 
COUNTERCLAIM COUNT 1 
BREACH OF PURCHASE AND SALE AGREEMENT 
99. Paragraphs 1 through 98 above are hereby incorporated by reference as if folly set forth 
hcreill. 
100. Pursuant to the Purchase and Sale Agreement of Interest in Real Homes, LLC, a copy of 
which is attached to Plaintiffs and Alternative Complaint as Exhibit "D", 
;\ s I 
attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, Plaintiff's as Buyer agreed to pay 
Trefren and Dennis J. Sallaz as Sellers, the sum of $250,000.00, 
including not limited to a $63,402.82 Note and 
Deed of Trust, and a $5000.00 advance to Dennis J. Sallaz. Dennis J. Sallaz thereafter 
all right · title and interest and all proceeds due from the Purchase and Sale 
Agreement to Glenn Trefren. 
l O 1. That Buyers were also to assume all recorded encumbrances against all real properties 
owned by Real Homes, LLC, including but not limited to an approximately $20,000.00 
loan to Perry Harding, and an approximately $30,000.00 loan to D. L. Evans Bank, and 
Canyon County Property Taxes, and thereafter hold Sellers harmless therefrom. 
102. That Defendant's did transfer all right, title and interest in and to Real Homes, LLC to 
Plaintiff as well as all right, title and interests in and to all property owned by Real 
Homes, LLC, and Plaintiff's have only paid the $63,402.82 Note and Deed of Trust and 
the $5000.00 advance, for a total of $68,402.82, but failed and/or refused to pay any of 
the remainder, leaving a balance owed of $181,597.18, and is breach of the Purchase and 
Sale Agreement as a result thereof. 
103. That Plaintiff's further failed and/or refused to pay the approximately $20,000.00 loan lo 
Perry Harding, and an approximately $30,000.00 loan to D. L. Evans Bank, for a total of 
AM 
approximately $50,000.00 which is now owed to Defendant Glenn Trefren and Dennis J. 
Sallaz, and Plaintiff is further in breach of the Purchase and Sale Agreement as a result 
thereof. 
COUNTERCLAIM COUNT II 
BREACH OF CONTRACT WITH "ENN TREFREN TRADESMAN CONTRACTORS, LLC 
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l 04. Paragraphs l through 103 above are hereby incorporated by reference as if fully set forth 
with Glenn and Tradesman Contractors & Construction, 
LLC for goods and services to be used in the maintenance and improvements of the 
properties at issues in this litigation. 
l 06. That Glenn Trefren and Tradesman Contractors & Construction, LLC did provided 
materials and services used in the maintenance and improvements of the subject matter 
properties as agreed, until they were prevented from continued performance by the 
actions and/or requests of Plaintiffs. 
107. That Plaintiff's failed and or refused to pay Glenn Trefren or Tradesman Contractors & 
Construction, LLC for the goods and services they did perform and are in breach of the 
agreement as a result thereof in an amount to be proven at trial. 
COUNTERCLAIM COUNT III 
UNJUST ENRICHMENT 
108. Paragraphs 1 through 107 above are hereby incorporated as if fully set forth herein. 
109. That as a result of Defendant's transfer of all right, title and interest in and to Real 
Homes, LLC and all property owned by Real Homes, LLC, and Plaintiff's failure to pay 
and subsequent breach of the Purchase Sale Agreement, Plaintiffs have been unjustly 
enriched as a result thereof, and the contract and all property transfers should be set aside 
with the parties being returned to the their respective pre Purchase Sale Agreement 
positions. 
DElvIAND FOR JURY TRIAL IS HEREBY MADE BY DEFENDANT 
ATTORNEY'S FEES AND COSTS 
It has been necessary the to retain the undersigned attorneys to represent 
1\ \V Vi - 8 
them in the defense ofthis action and defendants are entitled to recover their reasonable 
s costs mcurred herein pursuant to Idaho Code § § 12-1 121 and 
54. 
\VHEREFORE, Defendant Glenn Trefren and Tradesman Contractors & Construction, LLC 
for relief as follows: 
1. That Plaintiffs take notbing by way of their Complaint and that this matter be 
dismissed in its entirety. 
2. That the Court find Plaintiff's to be in breach of the Purchase and Sale Agreement 
and award Plaintiff Glenn Trefren the amount of $181,597.18 as a result thereof, 
and/or in the alternative, that the Purchase Sale Agreement be set aside and all 
ownership of Real Hornes, LLC, and the transfer of all of the real properties be 
granted to Glenn Trefren. 
3. That the Court find Plaintiff to be in breach of the contract for goods and services 
due Glenn Trefren and Tradesman Contractors & Construction, LLC, and award 
Defendants all amounts established at trial in this matter 
4. For an order awarding Defendants their attorneys fees and costs incurred herein in 
the defense of this matter. 
5. For such other and further relief as this court may proper and just under the 
circumstances. 
·~ 
DATED thisY Day of September, 2010. 
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this :YL!:tiayof~~(,-22010, I caused to served a true correct copy of the foregoing to be 
/\M 
Runft & Steele Law Offices 
1020 W. Main St., Suite 400 
Boise, ID 83705 
Attorneys.for Defendants Rice 
Terry Michaelson 
Hamilton Michaelson & Hilty, LLP 
POB 65 
Nampa, ID 83653-0065 
AttorneysfiJr Defendants Baird & Real Homes 
( 
s - l l 
~.S. Mail - postage prepaid 
D Hand Delivery 
D Facsimile: 343-3246 
D eMail: jlnmft(cvnmftlaw.com 
o(u.s. Mail - postage prepaid 
D Hand Delivery 
D Facsimile: 475-5712 
JUL 1 3 
CANYON 
K C;\NO, DEPUTY 
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CANYON 
) 




RENEE BAIRD, DENNIS SALLAZ, GLENN TREFREN, and TRADESMAN 














ORDER ON PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT ON COUNT V; 
ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' 
MOTION FOR LEA VE TO 
FILE AN AMENDED ANSWER; 
ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' 
MOTION TO STRIKE; ORDER 
ON DEFENDANT TREFREN'S 
MOTION FOR RELEIF 
By verified Complaint filed November 6, 2009, Plaintiffs sought relief against 
Defendants on various claims, including declaratory relief (Count I), judgment quieting title to 
certain real property located in Canyon County (Count II), damages for unjust enrichment 
(Counts III, IV, and VI), and damages for breach of contract (Count V). By Order entered June 
PLAINTIFFS' J\10TI0N SUMMARY JUDGMENT ON COUNT V; ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE AN AMENDED ANS\VER; ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO STRIKE; ORDER ON 
RELIEF 
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2012, this court granted Plaintiffs' Motion to dismiss Counts I, II, III, 
Plaintiffs now move for summary judgment on Count V and Defendants Trefren and 
Tradesman Contractors and Construction, LLC move for an order granting leave to file an 
Amended Answer and Counterclaim and for an order granting relief pursuant to I.R.C.P. 36(b), 
with respect to a request for admission. 
Counsel for Defendant Sallaz filed a Supplemental Affidavit in opposition to Plaintiff's 
Motion on July 3, 2012. The court did not consider such Affidavit in connection with Plaintiff's 
Motion because the Affidavit was not timely served or filed. 
Plaintiffs' motions came before the court for hearing on July 6, 2012, the date specially 
set by the court for hearing on Plaintiffs' Motion for Summary Judgment. At the hearing, Mr. J. 
Kahle Becker appeared for Plaintiffs, Mr. Iver J. Longeteig appeared on behalf of Defendants 
Trefren and Tradesman, LLC, and Mr. Vernon K. Smith appeared on behalf of Defendant Sallaz. 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR LEA VE TO AMEND 
On September 27, 2010, Defendants Trefren and Tradesman filed a Motion to Amend 
their Answer to assert certain affomative defenses and counterclaims. On October 4, 2010, 
Defendants filed an Amended Motion, which included a proposed Amended Answer with 
Counterclaim. The Motion to Amend came before the court for hearing on December 9, 2010. 
Plaintiffs counsel and counsel for Defendants Trefren were both present at the hearing. 
ORDER ON PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY ON COUNT V; ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR LEA VE TO FILE AN AMENDED ANSvVER; ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO STRIKE; ORDER ON 
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After hearing argument from counsel, and noting that 
to Amend, court Defendants' on 
was no opposition to the 
record. At the conclusion of the 
hearing, the court directed Defendants' counsel to prepare and submit an order and then to file 
the Amended Answer. Defendants' counsel submitted an Order to the court, which the court 
entered on December 30, 2010, reflecting the granting of Defendants' Motion to Amend and also 
including a provision "Defendant's counsel, Iver Longtieg's, statement that the filing of October 
4,2010, was deemed complete and was accepted by the court." It is not clear to the court, from a 
review of the minutes and the recording of the hearing, that such an exchange ever occurred. 
However, apparently based on that provision in the Order, Defendants never actually filed an 
Amended Answer. 
It now appears that the parties disagree as to whether Defendants have asserted any 
counterclaims in this action. Accordingly, Defendants filed a Motion for Leave to File an 
Amended Answer and Counterclaim on June 18, 2012. Plaintiffs have objected to such motion 
based on Defendants' failure to establish entitlement to leave to amend. 
In light of the fact that the court already granted Defendants' Motion to Amend on the 
record after Plaintiffs' counsel expressly stated that Plaintiffs had no objection to the Motion and 
the fact that the Amended Motion to Amend included an attached copy of the proposed 
Amended Answer and Counterclaim, the court finds that Defendants are entitled to file an 
Amended Answer and Counterclaim, in the exact fom1 as that attached to the October 4, 2010 
Amended Motion. 
ORDER ON PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR SUM1'.1ARY .JUDGMENT ON COUNT V; ORDER DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR LEA VE TO FILE AN AMENDED ANS\VER; ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO STRIKE; ORDER ON 
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However, it also appears, from a of file in this action, that Defendants Trefren 
a on 13, 11, leave of 
court or stipulation of all parties to the action. The court finds that such Cross-claim is not 
properly interposed in this action. 
PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
Count V of the Complaint ("Breach of Contract in the Alternative") includes the 
following allegations by Plaintiff Real Properties, LLC: 
81. In the alternative, if this Court declares the purchase and sale agreement invalid or unenforceable and does not quiet title to the above referenced assets and property in Real Properties, LLC, Alternative Defendants Glenn Trefren, Dennis Sallaz, and Real Homes, L.L.C. breached the Purchase and Sale Agreement by failing to convey good and marketable title to Real Properties, LLC. 
82. In the Purchase and Sale Agreement "Exhibit C" Alternative Defendants Glenn Trefren, Dennis Sallaz, and Real Homes, L.L.C. warranted that they had authority to transfer good and marketable title to Real Homes, L.L.C. and all its assets. 
83. Alternative Defendants Glenn Trefren and Dennis Sallaz made certain statements and representations that they were owners and managers of Real Homes, L.L.C. 
84. Alternative Plaintiff Real Properties, LLC purchased Real Homes, L.L.C. based upon Alternative Defendants' warranties, representations, and statements. 
85. As a direct and proximate result of the foregoing, Alternative Plaintiff Real Properties, LLC suffered the following damages: 
a. Pursuant to the Purchase and Sale Agreement, Alternative Plaintiff expended $63,402.82 to extinguish the debt owing on 15580 Riverside Rd, Canyon County, ID and prevent a foreclosure sale of the same. b. Alternative Plaintiff paid the balance of a mortgage of $50,351.04 on the property known as 714 Smith Ave. Nampa, ID and advanced $10,000 toward repairs and improvements; 
ORDER ON PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR SUMMARY .JUDGMENT ON COUNT V; ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR LEA VE TO FILE AN AMENDED ANS\VER; ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO STRIKE; ORDER ON 
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c. Pursuant to the Purchase and Sale Agreement, Alternative Plaintiff expended $5,000 as an advance payment to Dennis Sallaz; d. purchased lumber which they have been unable to use to the subject properties in an amount to be proven at trial but believed to be in excess of $30,000. 
e. Alternative Plaintiff expended money in managing, maintaining, improving and paying property taxes on the subject properties in an amount to be proven at trial but believed to be in excess of $84,000. 
86. Alternative Plaintiff Real Properties, LLC is entitled to and hereby requests a money judgment for the above referenced damages including prejudgment interest. 
Plaintiff Real Properties, LLC (Real Properties) now seeks "an Order Granting Summary 
Judgment against Dennis Sallaz, Glen Trefren, and Real Homes, LLC establishing their breach 
of the subject Purchase and Sale Agreement." 
After reviewing the file in this action, it appears to the court that Real Homes, LLC has 
not filed an answer to the Complaint or otherwise appeared through counsel in this action. On 
December 10, 2009, Renee Baird filed a pro se Answer on her own behalf and, purportedly, on 
behalf of Real Homes. However, there is no evidence suggesting that Renee Baird had legal 
authority to properly represent the LLC in her individual capacity. 
I. Motion to Strike 
Before reaching the merits of Real Properties' Motion for Summary Judgment, the court 
will address the Motion to Strike the Affidavit of Eugene Rice Attached to the Affidavit of J. 
Kahle Becker, Filed in Support of Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment, filed by 
Defendants Sallaz and Trefren on June 22, 2012. 
ORDER ON PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR SUl\tlMARY JUDGMENT ON COUNT V; ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE AN AMENDED ANS\VER; ORDER ON DEFENDANTS' I\'10TI0N TO STRIKE; ORDER ON 
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A. Legal Standard 
to or the trial court. 
Obendorf v. Terra Hug Spray Co., Inc., 145 Idaho 892, 897 (2008). In making a discretionary 
determination, this court must: (1) conectly perceive the issue as one of discretion; (2) act within 
the boundaries of such discretion and consistently with any legal standards applicable to the 
specific choices before it; and (3) reach its decision by an exercise of reason. Sun Valley 
Shopping Center, Inc. v. Idaho Power Co., 119 Idaho 87, 94 (1991). I.R.C.P. 56(c) provides the 
standards governing the admissibility of an affidavit filed in connection with a motion for 
summary judgment: "Supporting and opposing affidavits shall be made on personal knowledge" 
and "shall set forth such facts as would be admissible in evidence .... " 
After reviewing the Affidavit of Eugene Rice, attached to the Affidavit of J. Kahle 
Becker in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment on Breach of Contract Claim, the court has 
determined that Defendants' Motion to Strike should be granted as to paragraphs 6-28, 32, 34-
35, and 37-50 of such Affidavit. The court finds that such paragraphs contain numerous 
statements that are not based upon the affiant's personal knowledge and that would not be 
admissible in evidence. In addition, the court finds that the statements in such paragraphs are not 
relevant to any of the issues necessary to a detennination of the instant Motion for Summary 
Judgment. 
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Summary Judgment Standards 
1s proper 
admissions on file, 
together with the affidavits, if any, show that there is no genuine issue as to any material fact and 
that the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter oflaw." I.R.C.P. 56(c). In determining 
a motion for summary judgment, the court must construe all disputed facts liberally in favor of 
the non-moving party, and must draw all reasonable inferences in favor of the pa11y resisting the 
motion. G & M Farms v. Funk Irrigation Co., 119 Idaho 514, 517, 808 P.2d 851, 854 (1991 ). 
The party moving for summary judgment has the burden of demonstrating the absence of 
a genuine issue of material fact. Farm Bureau Ins. Co. of Idaho v. Kinsey, 149 Idaho 415, _, 
234 P.3d 739, 742 (2010). As a general rule, if reasonable minds could reach different 
conclusions on the evidence presented, the comi must deny the motion. Id. However, where the 
case will be tried without a jury, the district court, as the trier of fact, may draw the most 
probable inferences from the undisputed evidence properly before it and grant summary 
judgment, despite potentially conflicting inferences from the evidence. Id. 
The party moving for summary judgment may satisfy his or her initial burden by 
establishing, either by an affirmative showing with the moving party's own evidence or by 
reviewing the nonmoving party's evidence, that the nonmoving party will be unable to prove an 
element of a claim or defense at trial. McCorkle v. Northwestern Mutual Life Ins. Co., 141 Idaho 
550, 554, 112 P.3d 838, 842 (2005). Once the moving party does so, the nonmoving party must 
adduce sufficient admissible evidence to support a finding by the trier of fact in the nonmoving 
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party's favor on such element or to offer a justification for the failure to do so under 
56(£). Id. 
HI. Analysis 
The "Purchase Agreement for Sale of Interest in Real Homes, LLC" (Agreement), 
attached to the Complaint as Exhibit "D," provides, at the outset: 
WHEREAS, it is the mutual desire of the parties hereto that Sellers shall sell to the Buyer all of said Ownership Interest and right, title and interest in and to all real property owned by Real Homes, LLC as set forth on Exhibit A attached hereto. 
The Agreement identifies Glenn Trefren and Dennis J. Sallaz as "Seller" and Real 
Properties, LLC as "Buyer." The Agreement appears to be signed by Plaintiff Eugene Rice, as 
Manager of Real Properties; by Trefren and Sallaz as Sellers and "Co-owners;" and by Trefren, 
on behalf or Real Homes, LLC, as "Co-owner." 
Based on the above, it appears the parties intended to engage in two distinct transactions 
evidenced by the Agreement: (1) the assignment by Trefren and Sallaz of membership interests 
in Real Homes, LLC to Real Properties; and (3) the sale by Real Homes, LLC of all real property 
owned by it to Real Properties. Accordingly, the court will analyze Plaintiffs Motion with 
respect to each transaction separately. 
A. Sale of Real Property 
It is evident from Plaintiffs papers that, at least for purposes ofthis Motion, Plaintiff 
asserts that Renee Baird was the sole member of Real Homes, LLC at the time the parties 
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executed the Agreement. In its Amended Brief Support of Motion for Summary Judgment on 
Defendants Trefren and Tradesman Contractors and Construction, LLC admitted in his answer that Renee Baird owned 100% of the ownership interest of Real Homes, LLC pursuant to his affirmation of the Operating Agreement attached to the Complaint as Exhibit C which on page 2 of said Operating Agreement states that Renee Baird had a 100% ownership interest of Real Homes, LLC .... This act (as well as the subsequent disposition of Real Homes, LLC to Real Properties, LLC) violated several provisions of the Operating Agreement regarding the consent of members to acts that amend the Operating Agreement and/or bind the LLC. 
In Paragraph 2.1 of the Operating Agreement, attached to the Complaint, Renee Baird is 
identified as the sole member of Real Homes, LLC. While the Operating Agreement provides 
for admission of additional members, Plaintiffs do not contend and do not purport to establish on 
this Motion that there were additional members of Real Homes at the time the parties executed 
the Agreement. 
Idaho Code Section 53-634, part of the Idaho Limited Liability Company Act (Idaho 
Code Section 53-601 et seq.) that was the governing law in effect at the time the parties executed 
the Agreement, provides as follows, in relevant portion: 
(1) Except as provided in subsection (5) of this section, property of the limited liability company held in the name of the limited liability company may be transferred by an instrument of transfer executed by any member in the name of the limited liability company. 
In addition, Paragraph 3.2 of the Operating Agreement attached to the Complaint provides: 
The Members hereby agree that no one member shall have the authority to make representations or warrnnties, or enter into contracts on behalf of the LLC, take any action as an agent for the LLC, or otherwise bind the LLC. 
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As noted above, Plaintiff's own establishes that Defendant purported to 
execute the on behalf of Real Homes, LLC and Plaintiff contends on this Motion that 
Trefren was not a member of Real Homes, LLC at the time the Agreement was executed. 
Accordingly, the court has no factual basis, on the record before it, upon which to conclude that 
Real Homes, LLC has any liability on the Agreement. 
B. Assignment of Membership Interests 
A party asserting a claim for breach of contract must prove: 1) the existence of the 
contract; (2) the obligations thereby assumed, in which is found the defendant's duty; (3) the 
breach, or defendant's failure to comply with his duty; and (4) that the party asserting the claim 
was damaged as a result of the breach. State (Robins) v. Clinger, 72 Idaho 222, 227 (1951 ). 
As noted previously, the claim for breach of Contract in Count Vis asserted exclusively 
by Real Properties, LLC. The Complaint is verified by Janet Rice as Member of Real Properties, 
LLC. As also noted previously, Real Properties alleges: 
85. As a direct and proximate result of the foregoing, Alternative Plaintiff Real Properties, LLC suffered the following damages: 
a. Pursuant to the Purchase and Sale Agreement, Alternative Plaintiff expended $63,402.82 to extinguish the debt owing on 15580 Riverside Rd, Canyon County, ID and prevent a foreclosure sale of the same. b. Alternative Plaintiff paid the balance of a mortgage of $50,351.04 on the property known as 714 Smith Ave. Nampa, ID and advanced $10,000 toward repairs and improvements; 
c. Pursuant to the Purchase and Sale Agreement, Alternative Plaintiff expended $5,000 as an advance payment to Dennis Sallaz; 
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d. Alternative Plaintiff purchased lumber and which they have been unable to use to improve the subject prope11ies in an amount to be proven at trial but believed to be in excess of $30,000. 
e. Alternative Plaintiff expended money in managing, maintaining, improving and paying property taxes on the subject properties in an amount to be proven at trial but believed to be in excess of $84,000. 
However, the Affidavit of Eugene Rice Attached to the Affidavit of J. Kahle Becker Filed 
in Support of Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment directly contradicts the sworn statement 
on behalf of Real Properties in the Complaint. In Paragraph 29 of his Affidavit, Mr. Rice states: 
"Due to exigent circumstances, namely an impending foreclosure, the funds utilized for the Real 
Homes/Real Properties transaction were my personal funds." This contradiction in Plaintiff's 
own evidence precludes the court from granting summary judgment in favor of Real Properties 
on its breach of contract claim because the evidence is insufficient to establish that Real 
Properties suffered any damage resulting from the alleged breach of the Agreement. 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR RELIEF PURSUANT TO I.R.C.P. 36(b) 
Finally, Defendant Trefren moves for an order, pursuant to I.R.C.P. 36(b), pem1itting him 
to withdraw an admission made by default. Trefren asserts that the default was inadvertent and 
that he remedied the default by an amended answer to the request for admission served almost a 
year ago, before Plaintiffs took any action in reliance on the admission. 
I. Legal Standard 
Pursuant to Rule 36(b ), a "matter admitted under this rule is conclusively established 
unless the court on motion pennits withdrawal or amendment of the admission." Rule 36(b) 
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d. Alternative Plaintiff purchased lumber and materials which they have been unable to use to improve the subject properties in an amount to proven at trial but believed to be excess of $30,000. 
e. Alternative Plaintiff expended money in managing, maintaining, improving and paying property taxes on the subject properties in an amount to be proven at trial but believed to be in excess of $84,000. 
However, the Affidavit of Eugene Rice Attached to the Affidavit of J. Kahle Becker Filed 
in Support of Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment directly contradicts the sworn statement 
on behalf of Real Properties in the Complaint. In Paragraph 29 of his Affidavit, Mr. Rice states: 
"Due to exigent circumstances, namely an impending foreclosure, the funds utilized for the Real 
Homes/Real Properties transaction were my personal funds." This contradiction in Plaintiffs 
own evidence precludes the court from granting summary judgment in favor of Real Properties 
on its breach of contract claim because the evidence is insufficient to establish that Real 
Properties suffered any damage resulting from the alleged breach of the Agreement. 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR RELIEF PURSUANT TO I.R.C.P. 36(b) 
Finally, Defendant Trefren moves for an order, pursuant to I.R.C.P. 36(b), permitting him 
to withdraw an admission made by default. Trefren asserts that the default was inadvertent and 
that he remedied the default by an amended answer to the request for admission served almost a 
year ago, before Plaintiffs took any action in reliance on the admission. 
I. Legal Standard 
Pursuant to Rule 36(b ), a "matter admitted under this rule is conclusively established 
unless the court on motion permits withdrawal or amendment of the admission." Rule 36(b) 
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the court to "permit withdrawal or amendment when presentation the merits of 
action will be and 
fails to satisfy the 
court that withdrawal or amendment will prejudice that party in maintaining an action or defense 
on the merits." 
Whether to permit withdrawal or amendment of an admission is a matter committed to 
the discretion of the court. Quiring v. Quiring, 130 Idaho 560, 564 (1997). The court bas 
already set forth the standards governing a discretionary determination. As the rule makes clear, 
two requirements must be satisfied before the court permits the amendment or withdrawal of an 
admission: (1) presentation of the merits must be promoted; and (2) the party who obtained the 
admission must not prejudiced by the withdrawal. Id. 
The first requirement of the Rule is satisfied if leaving the admission in place would 
practically eliminate any presentation of the merits of the case. Id. 
The prejudice contemplated by the second requirement of the rule is not simply that the 
party who obtained the admission will have to convince the trier of fact of its truth, but some 
demonstration of difficulty the party will face in proving its case with respect to the issue 
previously admitted due to that paiiy' s reliance on the admission ( such as the unavailability of a 
key witness or the sudden need to obtain evidence). Id. 
II. Analysis 
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Request for Admission at issue, set forth Plaintiff's Second Set of Discovery, 
"Admit is not liable sums may 
pursuant to the Purchase and Sale Agreement attached to Plaintiff's Complaint as Exhibit D." 
Defendant Trefren has not established that leaving the admission in place would 
practically eliminate any presentation of the merits of the case. As noted above, the evidence 
before the court indicates that Plaintiff Eugene Rice executed the Agreement in a representative 
capacity, as Manager of Real Properties. Defendant Trefren has adduced no evidence or legal 
basis upon which the trier of fact could reasonably conclude that Rice is personally liable on the 
Agreement. 
ORDER 
Based on the foregoing, 
(1) Plaintiff Real Properties' Motion for Summary Judgment on Count V of the 
Complaint is DENIED; and 
(2) Defendants' Motion to Strike certain portions of the Affidavit of Eugene Rice, 
attached to the Affidavit of J. Kahle Becker in support of the Motion for Summary 
Judgment, is GRANTED, to the extent set forth above; and 
(3) The Motion by Defendants Trefren and Tradesman for leave to file an Amended 
Answer and Counterclaim is GRANTED, as set forth above; and 
(4) The Cross-claim filed by Defendants against Renee Baird on January 13, 2011 is 
stricken; and 
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(5) The Motion by Defendant Trefren for relief pursuant to 36(b) is DENIED. 
IT IS SO ORDERED. 
Dated this L;} day of July, 2012. 
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